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ABSTRACT
Laskowski, Vanessa K., Ph.D. The University of Memphis. December, 2013.
An Exploratory Factor Analysis of the Inventory of Beliefs of Wife Beating for African
American College Students. Co-Major Professors: Sha’kema Blackmon, Ph.D. and Sara
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While intimate partner violence (IPV) is present in all cultures, socio-economic
classes and races, the experiences of minority women have been routinely overlooked.
Intimate partner violence impacts African American women at a rate higher than any
other racial group of women. The Inventory of Beliefs about Wife Beating (IBWB)
measures attitudes and beliefs about intimate partner violence. This study examined the
responses of African American college students to a modified version (prompted to think
specifically of African American relationships) of the IBWB through factor and parallel
analyses. This study also examined the gender differences in responses on the IBWB.
Additionally, the current study identified if the IBWB correlated with gender role
attitudes through using the Traditional and Egalitarian Sex Role Scale (TESR). The
sample for this investigation consisted of 164 participants.
There were eight factors that were retained from the factor analysis and ultimately
four factors after the parallel analysis. The four factors were, “IPV is justifiable”,
“Women are responsible for IPV”, “IPV is beneficial in relationships” and
“Responsibility for causing and stopping IPV”. Of these four factors, only the first three
subscales were viable. There were significant differences in the responses of men and
women to the IBWB subscales. The IBWB positively correlated with the TESR in that
those that had a more egalitarian view did not support the use of IPV. The results
indicate many similarities with the original version of the IBWB, and also differences,
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mainly through reshaping the subscales, specifically in the development of a new
subscale (IPV is beneficial in relationships) and the elimination of four factors (Social
advocacy, Offender is responsible, Offender should be punished and Time in jail). The
findings of the first three newly identified factors are most similar to the first two factors
of the original scale.
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Chapter 1
Introduction

Defined by the Centers for Disease Control and Prevention (CDC), as physical,
sexual or psychological harm by a current or former partner including both heterosexual
and same sex couples (Saltzman, Fanslow, McMahon, & Shelley, 1999) intimate partner
violence (IPV) is estimated to effect 3 to 4 million women yearly (Russo, Koss, &
Goodman, 1995). IPV is evident in all races, cultures and social classes (Coley &
Beckett, 1988; Williams, 1993), yet scholars have traditionally overlooked the
experiences of people of color (Asbury, 1987; Hampton, 1980; Harrison & Esqueda,
1999). Further, through exploring African American women’s perceptions of IPV, BentGoodley (2004) found that understanding diverse perceptions of IPV is necessary in order
to better assist women of color experiencing IPV. Moreover, the measures that do
examine beliefs and attitudes about IPV tend to be based on a "normative sample" of
Caucasians and may not represent the beliefs and attitudes of the African American
community (Coley & Beckett, 1988, Koss et al., 1994). What is known is that both the
prevalence and the prevailing contextual factors that lead to IPV have unique
manifestations in the African American community (Hampton, Oliver, & Magarian,
2003). Thus, it then becomes relevant to determine if the ways in which IPV beliefs and
attitudes are currently measured accurately reflect the experiences of African Americans.
In particular, the Inventory of Beliefs of Wife Beating (IBWB) was originally designed to
measure global attitudes about IPV, however its use with African Americans has not been
explored in the literature. The current study will examine the IBWB’s use with an
African American sample by exploring the factor structure for this population.
1

Prevalence of IPV among African Americans
African American women have reported experiencing IPV at a higher rate than
Whites and other people of color (Catalano, 2004; Cazanave & Straus, 1979; Tjaden &
Thoennes, 2000). More specifically, approximately 29% of African American women
have reported experiencing intimate partner violence (Tjaden & Thoennes, 2000); 2.5
times the rate of women of other races (Rennison & Welchans, 2000), despite the fact
that African Americans only account for approximately 12.6% of the population in the
U.S (US Census Bureau, 2010). Furthermore, research has indicated that African
American women experience significantly more intimate partner violence than White
women between the ages of 20-24 (Rennison, 2001).
Research has found that the combination of race, gender and low socio-economic
status (SES) contribute to increased risk for experiencing IPV (Neff, Holaman, &
Schulter, 1995; Richie, 1994). In fact, researchers have examined risk factors associated
with IPV and have found the demographic profile of those most frequently abused is
African American women who are young, divorced or separated, impoverished and
residing in urban areas (West, 2000). Further, the majority of people living in poverty
reside in urban areas and are African American (Benson & Fox, 2004). Women living in
poverty have a more difficult time leaving abusive relationships and are therefore
vulnerable to continued abuse (Heron, Jacobs, Twomey, & Kaslow, 1997). Because
African American women are more likely to be of lower socioeconomic status (SES) than
White women (Sullivan & Rumptz, 1994), and that IPV occurs at an increased rate in
lower SES relationships (Hotaling & Sugarman, 1986), African American women are at
an increased risk of experiencing IPV.
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Therefore, African American women seem to be at triple the risk of experiencing
IPV (Campbell & Gary, 1998). Such risk factors are important because IPV is the
leading cause of mental and physical health issues for African American women
(Saunders, 1995). In addition, African American women who experience IPV are more
likely to die from IPV than their White counterparts (Joseph, 1997). This discrepancy in
the occurrence of domestic homicide may be related to research findings which indicate
African American women encounter more severe acts of IPV than their White
counterparts (Hampton & Gelles, 1994). Despite that fact that experiencing IPV is a
significant health concern for African American women, little research on IPV has been
conducted with African Americans (Asbury, 1987; Coley & Beckett, 1988; Lockhart &
White, 1999).
Contextual Factors
Extant literature suggests that IPV occurs as a function of both universal and
cultural-specific elements (Parilla, 1999). Universal elements include risk factors such as
a lack of education (Bachman & Saltzman, 1995; Hornug, McCullough, & Sugimoto,
1981; Zawit, 1994), a power imbalance in relationships and the male partner’s strong
need for control (Frieze & Brown, 1989; Levinson, 1989), the witnessing of abuse in
one’s family of origin (Hotaling & Sugarman, 1990; Kaufman, Jasinski, & Aldarando,
1994) poverty (Bachman, 1994; Bachman & Saltzman, 1995; Straus, Gelles, &
Steinmetz, 1980; Zawit, 1994) social isolation, lack of community assistance and living
in high density neighborhoods (Hampton, Carrillo, & Kim, 2005).
In addition to universal elements there are also sociocultural factors that influence
IPV among African Americans. These sociocultural elements include structural and
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cultural-community factors (Hampton et al., 2003). The structural context refers to
macro-level structural elements that directly affect one’s quality of life and access to
different opportunities (Hampton et al., 2003). Structural elements include the history of
African Americans and the effects of slavery on the African American familial structure
(Belgrave & Allison, 2006), intergenerational exposure to racial and gender oppression
(Madhubuti, 1990; Staples, 1982), institutional racism that has hindered political and
economic equality (Franklin, 1984; Hampton, 1980), and racial inequality in education,
employment and income (Billingsley, 1992; Blauner, 1972; Feagin & Vera, 1995;
Wilson, 1996).
Cultural community factors refers to high rates of joblessness among African
American males, high rates of poverty among African American families, and the
increased levels of violence among African American males due to the stress and
frustration which accompanies a lack of opportunity for education, employment and other
consequences of institutional racism (Gibbs, 1988; Lusane, 1991; National Center for
Health Statistics, 2000; Wilson, 1996). Furthermore, African American identity
development and unique relational issues that impact the prevalence of IPV are also
distinct aspects of the cultural community context (Franklin, 2000).
In addition to sociocultural elements (structural and cultural-community factors),
there are situational factors which are micro-level elements that lead to IPV and occur
within individual relationships. This refers to different factors that are influential when
IPV occurs. Examples include financial arguments, jealousy and intoxication (Staples,
1982). Situational factors are impacted by macro (i.e., institutional racism, chronic under
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and unemployment) and cultural community factors (Hampton et al., 2003) possibly
accounting for greater reports of domestic violence among African Americans.
Finally, gender role attitudes are an additional contextual factor that contributes to
the increased prevalence of IPV among African Americans. Gender role attitudes refer to
the beliefs about the appropriate roles of men and women (McHugh & Frieze, 1997) and
exist on a continuum ranging from traditional to egalitarian. Gender role attitudes have
been studied extensively in the literature (Cantor & Ageton, 1984; Richmond-Abbott,
1984) and have identified a relationship between traditional gender role attitudes,
negative attitudes towards women and the approval of marital violence towards women
(Berkel, 2000). Further, traditional gender role attitudes have been positively correlated
with the acceptance of interpersonal violence (Burt, 1980; Mayerson & Taylor, 1987) and
the use of IPV (Finn, 1986). Specifically, African Americans with more of an egalitarian
viewpoint were less likely to endorse the use of IPV by men (Berkel, 2000).
In summary, there are many contextual factors that contribute to the higher
prevalence of IPV within the African American community, including sociocultural
elements, situational factors and gender role attitudes. Although there are unique factors
that contribute to the higher prevalence of IPV within the African American community,
there are also many elements of African American culture that correspond to and are
influenced by western beliefs and values which contribute to IPV. These western beliefs
and values also influence African American perceptions of IPV due to the bi-cultural
impact (meaning African Americans dual prescription to both West African values as
well as traditional American values) on African Americans. Although there are likely a
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unique set of African American specific factors that contribute to perpetration of IPV
among African Americans, little research is available on the validity of scales currently
being used to measure attitudes about IPV with African Americans that have a more
westernized or traditional mainstream American focus. One such scale is the Inventory
of Beliefs of Wife Beating.
Inventory of Beliefs about Wife Beating
The Inventory of Beliefs about Wife Beating (IBWB) measures attitudes and
beliefs about intimate partner violence in heterosexual married couples (Saunders, Lynch,
Grayson, & Linz, 1987). This scale is unique due to its global focus on IPV rather than
specific acts of violence toward women. There are 31 items with five subscales. The
IBWB queries participants about the degree to which an individual believes IPV is
justified, (Wife beating is justified), the perception that women benefit from intimate
partner violence (Wives gain from beatings), whether help should be given (Help should
be given), and if an offender should be held responsible (Offender is responsible). There
is support for the construct validity of the subscales and acceptable internal consistency
(Saunders, et al., 1987) based on the original population on which it was normed.
Despite acceptable internal consistency and validity described for the original sample, no
specific information was collected about the racial and ethnic make-up of the sample.
Given that little information was provided about participants’ racial-ethnic self
designations, it is impossible to know if the IBWB is internally consistent or internally
reliable with African Americans.
In the past, differing cultural attitudes about IPV have been shown to affect
prevalence and victim response (Bhuyan, Mell, Senturia, Sullivan, & Shiu-Thornton,
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2005). Specifically, it has been shown that one’s particular cultural view of IPV remains
even when immersed in a culture that views IPV in a fundamentally different way
(Wallach, Weingram, & Avitan, 2010). For example, Ethiopian Jews immigrating to
Israel experienced higher rates of IPV than those in Israel (Wallach et al., 2010). This
fact, coupled with the difficulties of integrating into a new culture may have contributed
to Ethiopian immigrants identifying more strongly with their original cultural viewpoint
of IPV compared to Israeli society which holds more of an egalitarian viewpoint
(Wallach et al., 2010). Thus, the impact of culture becomes clearer in understanding
attitudes and prevalence of IPV and the danger of assuming similarities of beliefs become
evident. In order to fully understand global attitudes about IPV among African
Americans, it is important to determine if current measures developed on other
populations are reliable and valid for African Americans.
The IBWB could be uniquely relevant for African Americans because of the
combination of mainstream and socio-cultural contextual factors that contribute to higher
incidents of IPV. Extant research on global attitudes about IPV has shown that attitudes
about IPV were predictive factors among IPV perpetrators (Guoping, Yalin, Yuping,
Momartin, & Ming, 2010). Furthermore, Eckhardt, Samper, Suhr, and HoltzworthMunroe, (2012) found that among men in treatment for IPV, their attitudes towards
violence were significantly correlated with self/partner reported IPV frequency. The
combination of the link between attitudes about IPV and actual perpetration of IPV and
contextual factors that influence IPV prevalence among African Americans makes a
strong case for examining the factor structure of the IBWB among African Americans.

7

Purpose
The purpose of this investigation is to examine the responses of African American
college students on a modified version of the IBWB by way of factor analysis and
parallel analysis with a boot strap procedure. The IBWB was modified to specifically
examine IPV attitudes in the context of African American heterosexual relationships,
specifically focusing on IPV attitudes in regard to the treatment of heterosexual married
African American women. Rather than conducting a traditional validation study, this
investigation examined how an African American college student sample scored on the
IBWB.
According to Berkel (2000) there is a correlation between traditional and
egalitarian gender role attitudes and the ways in which the IBWB has been originally
scored (Berkel, 2000). This study also examined how the IBWB factor structure
correlates with traditional and egalitarian gender roles attitudes when using an African
American college student sample. The gender role attitudes construct was chosen
because gender role attitudes have been shown to be a strong and consistent predictor of
IPV attitudes among African Americans (Berkel, 2000). The following section includes
the research questions that were answered in this investigation. Given the lack of
previous factor analytic investigations available on the IBWB with African Americans,
no a priori hypotheses were generated as to what factor structure would emerge.
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Research Questions
The research questions to be answered in this dissertation are as follows:
1) Using a modified version (modified to query about African Americans in
heterosexual relationships) of the IBWB, what is the factor structure for African
American college students?
2) Is the IBWB internally consistent with African American college students?
3) Will gender differences emerge in regard to how male and female African
American college students respond to the IBWB?
4) Will the newly identified factors from the IBWB inter-correlate and will gender
role attitudes (i.e., traditional and egalitarian) attitudes correlate with the new subscales
of the IBWB?
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Chapter 2
Review of the Literature
This chapter will discuss the relevance of examining IPV from a cultural
perspective and review IPV among African Americans, focusing on the various factors
that may distinguish the African American experience of IPV. Second, specific theories
focusing on IPV in the African American community will be discussed. Third,
contextual, historical and relational factors that influence attitudes and beliefs about IPV
will be reviewed with a specific focus on cultural and measurement issues. The
connection between attitudes and actual perpetration of IPV will also be briefly
addressed. Finally, the IBWB will be reviewed in detail to illuminate the most current
research using this measure and how responses from an African American college student
population may contribute to improving future research on domestic violence attitudes
among African Americans.
Cultural Differences and IPV
Research that focuses on specific cultural aspects of IPV is slowly emerging
(Bhuyan et al., 2005). Because IPV has both universal and culture-specific dynamics,
these different factors have an important impact on the prevalence and effects of IPV
(Perilla, 1999). Differing cultural groups have unique religious, ethnic, historical,
philosophical and social beliefs that may influence the dynamics of IPV within that
overall cultural group (Perilla, Lippy, Rosales, & Serrata, 2011). For example, in
Chinese culture, IPV behaviors may be used as a method of problem solving. As for
Asian American female victims, they perceive the reputation and good standing of the
family as most important and therefore would not discuss IPV behavior in public, as that
is seen as shameful (Guoping et al., 2010). Thus, Tjaden and Thoennes (2000), along
10

with Aldarondo and Castro-Fernandez (2008) have stated that it may be misleading to
draw categorical conclusions regarding IPV about culturally diverse populations from
national surveys. For instance, the minute amount of research that has examined IPV
among African Americans has been criticized on several grounds including unsuitable
comparisons, mainly with White women without examining the contextual factors that
influence the high prevalence of IPV among African Americans (Campbell, 1993;
Campbell, Masaki, & Torres, 1997; Raj, Silverman, Windwood, & DiClemente, 1999).
Additionally, in order to identify relevant important points, an examination of a
cultural group’s beliefs and attitudes is required to develop effective culturally sensitive
interventions (Fernandez, 2006). A woman’s response to IPV is linked to her selfconcept, her beliefs about gender roles and her beliefs about marriage and family life
(Boonzaier & De la Rey, 2003) as well as her culture of origin. Efforts to change IPV
within a specific culture require guidance through knowledge of the specific cultural
beliefs and attitudes that sustain IPV within that culture (Fernandez, 2006).
In order to better understand IPV among African Americans, it is necessary to
first discuss the prevalence of IPV through a culturally sensitive lens. As previously
stated, the rate of IPV seems to be higher among African Americans. The following
section will review findings on the prevalence of IPV and African Americans.
Prevalence of IPV in African American Community
IPV is prevalent in all economic, racial, and ethnic groups. In fact, the
widespread reach of IPV has led many researchers to conclude that IPV is quickly
becoming a major public health issue for all women (Campbell & Soeken, 1999;
Langford, 1996). Further studies have reported that one in six African American women
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(16%) has been physically abused by a partner in the past 5 years (Commonwealth Fund,
1996) and in a study of African American women who utilized emergency room care,
60% of the violence related injuries were caused by a husband or boyfriend
(Commonwealth Fund, 1996). In addition, couples in long-term marriages, 72% of
African American husbands have reported using a more confrontational style of handling
conflict compared to 25% of Mexican Americans and 18% of White husbands (Mackey
& O’Brien, 1998).
Moreover, Straus (1980) reported that African American husbands had higher
rates of severe and overall violence towards their wives than did White husbands with the
severe violence occurring at a rate of 113 per 1,000 families compared to 30 per 1,000
White families. When Straus and his colleagues conducted their second survey five years
later, they reported a similar disparity between African Americans and Whites regarding
IPV (Straus & Gelles, 1986). This study found higher husband-to-wife violence in
African Americans (207 per 1,000) than White families (115 per 1,000).
More recent studies have reported similar results. In a study conducted by the
National Crime Victimization Survey, African American men and women were victims
of IPV at higher rates than any other race between 1993 and 1998 (Rennison &
Welchans, 2000). African American women experienced IPV at a rate 35% higher than
White women, while African American men experienced IPV at a rate 62% higher than
their White counterparts (Rennison & Welchans, 2000).
Clearly psychological and sociological experiences associated with the experience
of race effects the context of people’s lives (Wyatt, 1994). Those factors that influence
the African American experience of IPV cannot be assumed to be the same as those
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influencing Whites (Koss et al., 1994). Examining different theories that exist,
specifically regarding African Americans and IPV is one way to better understand how
IPV may manifest among African Americans as well as understand racial group
disparities that exist.
Theories of Intimate Partner Violence
Several theories exist that examine IPV. However, little consideration has been
given to the underlying cultural assumptions within such theories and their applicability
to African Americans in particular has been questioned (Brice-Baker, 1994). The
following section will review existing theories that examine IPV within the African
American community.
The most prominent theory to date is the feminist-political theory which posits
that the preservation of patriarchy and social dominance of men over women is the
primary contributor to IPV (Walker, 1979). This patriarchal system is the basis for many
different cultures currently and historically. Despite the social system (capitalist,
socialist, communist), societies have used male violence as a means of maintaining a
patriarchal social order. Ultimately, men benefit from dominance over women (Walker,
1979). Brice-Baker (1994) has suggested the generalizability to African Americans is
limited because African Americans are not taught and do not expect to dominate women
in the same way as Whites. Her critique is based on the institutionalized racism and
resulting lack of access to power that African American males have experienced. BriceBaker contends that African Americans are socialized differently and a lack of access
contributes to more egalitarian gender roles. In contrast, others have postulated that
African American and White males in part receive the same mainstream socialization and
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are taught to believe that men are innately superior and should dominate their female
counterparts (Hampton et al., 2003). In addition, research indicates the fact that many
African American men support traditional gender roles (Canales, 2000; Wester, Vogel, &
Wei, & McLain, 2006) and masculine gender role stress has been linked with IPV
(Schmidt, 2003).
IPV within the African American community has also been examined from an
ecological standpoint which includes both structural and societal factors (Sampson &
Wilson, 1995). From this viewpoint, the higher rate of IPV within the African American
community is related to the larger proportion of African Americans living in extreme
poverty. These theorists contend that the rates of IPV are driven by ecological factors
and not ethnicity (Sampson & Wilson, 1995).
To explain higher rates of IPV within low income neighborhoods, Sampson and
Wilson (1995) draw on Social Disorganization Theory. This theory posits that
concentrated poverty, residential mobility and family disruption may weaken
organization and supervision within the collective neighborhood (Sampson, Raudenbush,
& Earls, 1997; Sampson & Wilson, 1995; Warner & Wilcox Roundtree, 1997). Part of
this systematic supervision and control (churches, community centers and schools) are
either not present or lose their ability to exercise control. Social disorganization then
becomes a cycle in that more poverty contributes to more social isolation and
disorganization. Social disorganization may also impact collective efficacy (i.e., social
cohesion among neighbors including their willingness to intervene on behalf of the
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common good) (Sampson et al., 1997) which reduces social control and violence. In this
context, IPV may not be actively condemned by community members (Sampson &
Wilson, 1995).
The theory of Gender and Power was created to be more cultural and gender
specific than traditional theories and models (Connell, 1987). This theory is based on
social context and examines issues of gender, power and violence attending to culturally
specific norms which are present in the context of intimate relationships (Connell, 1987).
In this theory, the division of labor, the structure of power and the structure of emotional
investment are all present in heterosexual relationships (Connell, 1987).
The division of labor is the work allocated based on gender and is evident in not
only the assignment of unpaid work, mainly childcare and housework to women, but also
in the wage differential between men and women. This separation contributes to the
socioeconomic hardship of African American women and as a result, may impact her
vulnerability to IPV (Raj et al,, 1999). Additionally, when the economic disparity favors
men, this impacts a woman’s incentive to stay in an abusive relationship. Based on the
structure of labor, women who are financially dependent on their partner, have children
or have limited levels of education and/or training will then report higher levels of abuse
in the relationship (Raj et al., 1999).
The sexual division of power within this theory examines an imbalance of power
created through control, coercion and authority within intimate relationships. One major
aspect of the sexual division of power is the act of sexual possessiveness over female
partners which may be conveyed through extreme sexual jealousy (Dobash & Dobash,
1979). Violent behavior defined as jealousy is intended to intimidate and pressure

15

women to comply with the rules for her behavior established by the male partner
(Schechter, 1982). Conforming to this often creates further isolation socially for women
and also damages her autonomy and therefore makes her more vulnerable to her partner’s
violence and staying in the relationship (Adams, 1991; Martin, 1976; Pagelow, 1981;
Schechter, 1982; Walker, 1984).
Additionally, another theory that focuses on IPV is Social Learning Theory. This
theory states that exposure to violence while a child, teaches children that violence is a
normal and acceptable method to handle situations and these methods help one reach
their goals. Direct imitation is accompanied by internalization of the rules of behavior
(Bandura, 1977). Exposure to harsh punishment by parents or witnessing violence
between parents is likely to not only create a cycle of violence used in the next
generation, but also creates a cultural and social stance toward violent behavior (Straus &
Gelles, 1979).
A different approach is based on the Cultural Context Model (CCM). This
approach views IPV as possible in any culture and focuses more on its general, universal
use of control and dominance. This model also focuses on the social, cultural and
structural impacts that can affect families. It acknowledges gender ideology and
submissiveness in individual relationships and links it with racial discrimination in
marginalized communities and through this, connects the struggle for gender equality
with that of also achieving racial and financial equality without requiring women to
choose between their cultural identity and their safety (Sokoloff & Dupont, 2005).
In summary, there are few theories that exist that examine IPV specifically from
an African American perspective. Much of the research that does exist has been
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criticized for inappropriate comparisons of African American women with European
American women without examining the contextual elements that increase African
American women’s vulnerability to IPV (Campbell, 1993; Campbell et al., 1997; Raj et
al., 1999). In other words, IPV may be experienced differently among African
Americans due to additional influence of historical and institutional racism. The
following section will review contextual factors relevant to the experience of IPV among
African Americans in an effort to address gaps in previous theories of intimate partner
violence.
Contextual Factors
A historical perspective of African American families. Scholars have
theorized that IPV is more prevalent among African Americans due to structural,
cultural-community and situational contexts overlaid by experiences with institutional
racism (Hampton et al., 2003). American slavery and subsequent historical events are
uniquely tied to these contexts that contribute to the current high prevalence of domestic
violence among African Americans today (Franklin, 2000).
The following section will review the historical experiences of African Americans
with the intent of connecting historical patterns of family functioning to current patterns
of IPV among African Americans. Most enslaved Africans were brought to the United
States from West Africa. The concept of manhood in the 1600s in West Africa included
the fulfillment of the role of husband, father and warrior (Franklin, 2000). When
enslaved Africans were brought to America, they lost their customs (including their
family roles) which left them in a state of social and cultural chaos (Stampp, 1956).
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Slavery emasculated Black males by stripping them of their parental and spousal
authority (Elkins, 1959), changing previously established roles associated with being an
African male.
Enslaved African women held more control over the family and this distribution
of power was contradictory to the traditional values’ enslaved Africans brought with
them to colonial America. The result of altering traditional family dynamics may have
resulted in the high prevalence of intimate partner violence during slavery (Franklin,
2000). An investigation conducted through slave owners’ records attributed the violence
to an extreme sense of powerlessness which threatened the African American male’s
sense of manhood (Malone, 1992).
Shortly after the Emancipation Proclamation was signed, many Black women
were willing to forego work to stay home and care for their families. Sharecropping (a
tenant farmer especially in the southern United States who is provided with credit for
seed, tools, living quarters, and food, who works the land, and who receives an agreed
share of the value of the crop minus charges) allowed Black families to decide when and
where African American women would work and not White southern planters (Herman,
1981). The disadvantage of sharecropping was the reliance on the family; every able
bodied person in the family needed to work in the fields. This was a major setback in the
advancement of free African American men, seeking to be the authority and head of the
household (Franklin, 2000).
During the Great Migration and WWII, African Americans had to cope with
institutional racism and structural oppression that limited the financial stability of African
American families (Franklin, 2000) creating continued stress on African American
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families perpetuating patterns of IPV. Institutional racism is defined as any action,
intentional or unintentional that is based on skin color or race which discriminates against
an individual or group (United States Commission on Human Rights, 1999). African
American men were forced to suppress their rage and frustration and found an outlet
through violence directed at their wives behind closed doors (Franklin, 2000). African
American women were hesitant to report IPV to White authorities because they knew
African American men would be severely and unfairly punished (Still, 1879).
The migration north in early 1900 was an attempt to provide a better life for
African Americans. Feminist writers argue that the rise of industrial capitalism and
simultaneous separation of home and work strained relations between African Americans
within the family system (Nicholson, 1986) as they were previously accustomed to
working as a family unit (Franklin, 1997). African American women worked side by side
with their husbands and were responsible for holding the family together. They could not
financially afford to be treated as delicate as their White counterparts. This meant that
African American families were caught in the web of their history, the economic situation
and the cultural norms that were being placed on them from their own community and the
larger society (Franklin, 2000).
The shortage of domestic workers in the north made it easier for African
American women to work. This was not the case for African American men (Miller,
1910). Employers hired African American men only if the job was considered too poorly
paid and physically demanding for Whites (Franklin, 1997). The jobs often were
seasonal or outdoors which meant unstable income. These working conditions added to
the uncertainty of employment for African American men which then contributed to the
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instability in their relationships with their wives (Franklin, 1997). Therefore, African
American women found it easier to find and keep employment which added to the
reliance of African American men on their wives (Franklin, 1997). Despite the fact that
tensions within the home were intensified by the African American man’s resentment of
lack of work and unstable employment, it was his diminished authority within the home
that was the greatest contributor to domestic conflicts (Franklin, 1997).
Institutional racism continued in the 1930s when African Americans further
experienced discriminatory policies and laws that denied them access to home loans in
suburban areas (Franklin, 1997), resulting in large numbers of African Americans in
urban areas. Replacing low-density, economically diverse Black neighborhoods with
high-density slums for poor families heightened issues of poverty and related social
concerns. Kenneth Clark (1965) described this new housing arrangement as “pathologies
that perpetuate themselves through cumulative ugliness, deterioration and isolation and
strengthen the Negro’s sense of worthlessness” (p.12).
In these communities, joblessness was three times higher for African American
male heads of households than White male heads of households and only 17% of African
Americans had white collar jobs compared to 47% of Whites. Discriminatory social
policies at the institutional level are important because such policies contribute to the
development of less functional communities that then influences dynamics within
families (Hampton et al., 2005). Thus, living in densely populated areas, lack of
residential mobility and racial and economic discrimination contribute to increase IPV
(Hampton et al., 2005).
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Over time economic conditions continued to worsen for those living in these
communities. In 1960, 41% of the African American men in an entirely Black populated
census tract in Detroit were unemployed compared to those with 90% Black populated
census tracts in Chicago, Los Angeles, and Baltimore which found their unemployment
rate at 24 to 36% (Wilson, 1987). High levels of unemployment and poverty are both
known to contribute to intimate partner violence (Cunradi, Caetano, Clark & Schafer,
2000). Thus, poverty is a byproduct of high unemployment, which is another factor that
contributes to the prevalence of IPV in the African American community.
Poverty. Beyond the historical impact from continued institutional racism on the
prevalence of IPV, poverty must also be considered when understanding this
phenomenon. The role of socioeconomic status factors regarding IPV has been widely
documented (Cazanave & Straus, 1990; Cunradi, Caetano & Schafer, 2002; Fox, Benson,
DeMaris, & Van Wyk, 2002; Hotaling & Sugarman, 1990; Lockhart, 1991). Among
African Americans, poverty and unemployment are strongly associated with increased
risk of IPV (Cunradi et al., 2000) and predictive of relationship distress, conflictual
spousal interactions, and future marital instability among African American couples in
the early years of marriage (Hatchett, Veroff, & Douvan, 1995).
A major contributor of the experience, mainly of African American men, has
involved coping with the challenges that accompany intergenerational institutional
discrimination which have been designed to systematically hinder African American
men’s capacity to achieve economic and social equality with White men (Franklin, 1994;
Hampton, 1980). In the United States, racial discrimination, both past and present are
responsible for significant racial disparities in educational, employment and income
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equality between Whites and African Americans (Billingsley, 1992; Blauner, 1972;
Feagin & Vera, 1995; Wilson, 1987, 1996). Poverty alone does not cause IPV, but the
social-structural conditions that accompany poverty stricken areas including continued
unemployment, social, economic and racial isolation, social disorganization (the
disruption or breakdown of the structure of social relations and values resulting in the
loss of social controls over individual and group behavior) and lack of community
support, is what tends to contribute to the increase rates of IPV in lower SES
communities (Hampton et al., 2005). The following section will discuss the research on
poverty, African Americans and IPV and will examine the individual contextual factors
associated with poverty and IPV.
To illustrate, in 2009, nearly one in four African American families (22.7%) lived
below the poverty level (US Census Bureau, 2010). Furthermore, a typical residential
community of poor African American families can differ significantly from that of poor
White families. Hampton and his colleagues (2003), have found approximately 7% of
Whites live in extreme poverty, while nearly 40% of African Americans live in such
areas (Sampson & Lauritsen, 1994). Consequently, when studies control for SES, the
rate of IPV does not differ significantly between races (Hampton et al., 2005), suggesting
that social factors are a better indicator then just simply examining race.
It has been found that women whose partners have been unemployed for two or
more periods over the course of a five-year study were nearly three times more likely to
experience IPV compared to those women whose partners had stable employment
(Benson & Fox, 2004). Furthermore, IPV is three times more likely to occur in
households where the man is either unemployed or employed part time compared to
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households in which the man is employed full time (Straus et al., 1980). In other words,
poverty and joblessness among African Americans are strongly associated with increased
risk for IPV (Cunradi et al., 2000). As recently as 1997, African American men earned
only 62% of the median income of their White counterparts ($18,096 compared with
$26,115) (US Census Bureau, 1999). In the 1990’s, the unemployment rate of African
American males was twice that of White men (US Census Bureau, 1999). Presently,
according to the US Census Bureau, African Americans annual income in 2010 was
$17,569 compared to $28,661 annual income for Whites (US Census Bureau, 2010). In
2010, the unemployment rate for Whites was 9.5% and was almost double (19.9%) for
African Americans (US Census Bureau, 2010). Therefore, racial discrimination through
blocked access to educational and employment opportunities has produced a constant
frustration among many African American men. As a result, anger toward society and
one’s self is often re-directed towards wives and girlfriends (Poussaint, 1983; Staples,
1998).
Risk factors involved with violent crimes such as social isolation and
concentration of poverty are more commonly located in high-poverty areas that are
occupied predominately by African Americans (Hampton et al., 2005). Low SES African
Americans, especially those headed by women alone have been socially isolated and
disproportionately found in high-density impoverished urban neighborhoods (Wilson,
1987). These communities have suffered the most from the economic changes from
goods- producing to service-producing industries which has decreased manufacturing and
increased the gap in the difference between low and high pay (Hampton et al., 2005).
The loss of these jobs has increased the level of unemployment for African Americans
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which contributes to continued poverty, which then negatively impacts the African
American family structure in inner city communities (Wilson, 1996).
There may also be an influence from lack of social organization and community
support on the rate of IPV. Garrett and Libbey (1997) as well as Browning (2002) have
speculated that low income neighborhoods lack community support due to isolation from
neighbors. Victoria Frye (2007) conducted a study that examined influences on the
predicted likelihood of intervening in IPV situations. Perceptions of neighborhood social
cohesion and personal attitudes towards IPV were assessed using a sample of 119 New
York City residents. Results indicated that perceptions of neighborhood social cohesion
were negatively related to the predicted likelihood of intervening with IPV. These types
of social processes contribute to a higher risk of IPV because these communities tend to
create a sense of anonymity (Sampson, Morenoff, & Earls, 1999). Neighborhoods in
structurally disorganized areas may create a system of values that do not condemn IPV,
but may support the use of violence in interpersonal conflicts as a way to gain personal
status (Anderson, 1990).
In conclusion, poverty alone does not increase the prevalence of IPV. The factors
that accompany poverty, including unemployment, social, racial and economic isolation
along with a lack of social organization and community support serve as contributing
factors to the prevalence of IPV among African Americans. These factors cannot be
discussed without acknowledging the racial discrimination African Americans have
faced, historically and presently, regarding social, economic and political inequality and
its impact on the factors associated with poverty and therefore, the rate of IPV among
African Americans.
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These historical and contemporary elements also impact how African Americans
relate to each other. Certainly, the factors previously discussed, including historical and
current discrimination influence how African Americans relate to each other in romantic
relationships. The following section will further discuss how these factors have impacted
relationships within the African American community and the rates of IPV.
Relational Factors
Gender dynamics within African American romantic relationships. The
history of African Americans in the United States has greatly impacted romantic
relationships between African American men and women. Franklin (2000) states that
when African American men and women relate to each other today, they both carry with
them past experiences of injustice and oppression that have shaped them in both similar
and different ways. Past experiences influence their self-concept, views about the
opposite sex, values, expectations, trepidations and their ideas on what it means to be an
African American man or woman. Thus, African American men and women have
additional burdens placed on their romantic relationships as a function of slavery, and
contemporary racial discrimination and oppression (Franklin, 2000). LaTaillade (1999)
found that reports of social and institutional experiences of discrimination among African
American couples were negatively associated with the use of constructive communication
behaviors and positively associated with the use of destructive forms of communication,
such as verbal aggression and violence. The end result for some African American men
and women is that they may view each other and themselves through stereotypical lenses
which increase the likelihood of problems within the relationship (Willis, 1989). This
section will examine stereotypes of African American women and their possible effects
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on the prevalence of IPV. Further, this section will discuss additional stressors on gender
roles established by the dominant culture and its impact on the African American
relationship.
Stereotypes of African American women in mainstream culture have contributed
to the endorsement and legitimization of violence against them (Bell & Mattis, 2000).
Majority White culture has portrayed White women as gentle, fragile and vulnerable,
while African American women have been portrayed as overpowering (Bell & Mattis
2000), aggressive, domineering and sexually promiscuous (Hampton, 2003) . Further,
African American women may also be seen as having too much power, therefore being
dominant in the sexual, social, economic and physical aspects of the romantic
relationship.
One particular stereotype that has been found to impact the prevalence of IPV is
that of matriarch, which is defined as woman who is unfeminine, overly aggressive and
emasculates African American men (Collins, 1991; West, 1995). The image of this
stereotype is often portrayed as a larger woman with a dark complexion, who emasculates
men with strong verbal assaults (Jewell, 1993). This African American woman is viewed
as a destroyer of the male psyche (Jewell, 1993; Roberts, 1997).
In a study conducted by Gillum (2007), she found 71% of the sample (consisting
of African American men) endorsed this stereotype. This may be attributed to a number
of different factors. First, it can be attributed to the idea that this image of African
American women pervades our society through many different facets including music,
movies, and magazines (Ammons, 1995; Collins, 2000; Cowan & Campbell, 1994). The
endorsement of this stereotype may also be attributed to the idea that some African
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Americans are internalizing White society’s stereotypes of them (Plous & Williams,
1995). Another possible explanation is that African American men have been raised to
believe that African American women are “castrating matriarchs” (Willis, 1989).
Another possible explanation for the strong endorsement of this stereotype is the
dichotomous relationship between African American and White American culture.
African American culture has a history of having women in the center of families and
communities playing a vital role in the existence and maintenance of the African
American community (Brice-Baker, 1994; Dill, 1999; Giddings, 1984; Hine &
Thompson, 1998; Jones, 1999; Stack, 1974) while White American culture more strongly
endorses patriarchy, suggesting that men should have a dominant role in the family and in
the community. Therefore, the endorsement of the matriarch stereotype may be a result
of conflicting roles of men, exhibiting an internalization of the dominant society’s
patriarchal way of life, leading to a sub-conscious resentment of the African American
woman’s strong role (Gillum, 2007).
Another stereotypical image of African American women is the jezebel, which is
defined as a woman who is sexually aggressive, promiscuous easily aroused, controlled
by her libido, and whose primary role is to be a seductive, sexual exploiter of men’s
weaknesses (Collins, 1991; West, 1995; White, 1985). This image originated during
slavery and is dichotomous to that of the ideal of White Victorian women (White, 1985).
Jezebel has been portrayed as a woman with a lighter complexion and more European
features (Jewell, 1993). In a study conducted by Gillum (2007), 48% of the sample
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comprised of African American men endorsed the jezebel stereotype which can, in part,
be attributed to the same reasons stated above for the endorsement of the matriarch
stereotype.
Additionally, there is a stereotypical image of the African American woman as
that of superwoman. This woman is able to handle all aspects of her life, the stressors
and issues, without any additional outside assistance (Wallace, 1990). This woman is
perceived as invulnerable and in constant need of control (Bell & Mattis, 2000). The
superwoman stereotype not only may negatively affect her interpersonal relationships,
but may also create a lack of empathy and importance in advocating for her protection
from a violent relationship (Bell & Mattis, 2000).
These stereotypes have been identified as possible destructive elements in African
American relationships (Bethea, 1995; Dickson, 1993; Willis, 1989). It is important to
identify the extent to which African American men are holding women to these particular
stereotypes because it can impact how men interact and perceive African American
women (Gillum, 2002) and may impact the use of violence within a relationship. It has
been found that African American men’s beliefs in the above stated stereotypes were
positively related to their belief in the justification in using violence in relationships
toward African American women (Gillum, 2002). These stereotypes have decreased the
social inhibitions behind using violence (Gooden, 1980; Hannerz, 1969).
Men who view their partners as emasculating, sexually promiscuous or
invulnerable may act in violent ways in order to gain control and could facilitate victim
blaming by promoting the idea that these women are at fault because they provoked their
partner into violence (Brice-Baker, 1994). Men may feel they are powerless and use
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violence as a way to reestablish their power (Brice-Baker, 1994). Additionally, unequal
distributions of socioeconomic power in which the husband has fewer resources than his
wife is associated with increased risk of IPV (Babcock, Waltz, Jacobsen, & Gottman,
1993). In distressed relationships, imbalances in socioeconomic status and decision
making power have been associated with higher incidences of IPV (Babcock et al., 1993).
Therefore these stereotypes and a man’s belief that he is powerless together could lead
some men to react in violence towards their partner (Gillum, 2002).
In addition to stereotypes of African American women, there are also additional
stressors which impact the romantic relationships of African Americans. One particular
burden is the lack of agreement on the gender roles within the relationship. There has
been a discrepancy between expected roles in a marriage between African American men
and women, which places additional strain on African American marriages. In a
nationwide survey, there was great inconsistency found between African American men
and women regarding what effect the woman working outside the home has on the
marriage. Whereas 51% of African American men found women working outside the
home were beneficial to the marriage, 67% of African American women felt it was
detrimental to the marriage (The Harvard/Washington Post/Kaiser Foundation Survey,
1997). This suggests that African American women are either taking on familial and
work responsibilities reluctantly and not communicating the difficulty of this
undertaking, or their husbands are not listening.
Household income relative to gender roles also represents a stressor. Data on the
income of college graduates from elite universities found that White married women’s
household incomes were higher than African American married women’s household
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income. Further, White married women college graduates were married to men who
made significantly more money than the husbands of the African American married
women college graduates. Interestingly, African American married women college
graduates earned more money than their husbands which is the opposite of the
experiences of White married women. Further, the African American married women
college graduates contributed 63% of the household income, whereas White married
women graduates contributed only 40% (Franklin, 2000).
Furthermore, in a study conducted in 1993, African American women placed a
greater emphasis on the importance of economic support than White women surveyed,
likely a result and reflection of current income statistics. Additionally, compared to
White women, African American women were more resistant to marrying someone with
fewer economic resources (Bulcroft & Bulcroft, 1993). Taking into account historical
and institutional discrimination occurring in the African American community, the lack
of economic opportunity for African American men and women, and negative historical
views by African American men of women having more of a financially superior role,
these additional stressors may indeed impact the prevalence of IPV among African
Americans.
Additionally, both African American men and women may be affected by the
traditional gender roles in the dominant culture, regardless of their unique cultural
circumstances in which their gender role behavior is incongruent with this traditional
White social ideal (Franklin, 2000). These traditional gender roles (the man supplies the
financial support and the woman takes care of the home and family) may be challenging
due to the limited opportunities for many African American men to secure high paying
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positions (Franklin, 2000). Despite this, it seems both African American men and
women have mixed feelings when it comes to these traditional gender roles and their
compromises within this model. Furthermore, men’s dependence on their wives’ income
and perceived female dominance in this area may create a unique set of issues for both
spouses which contribute to the occurrence of IPV (Franklin, 2000). Another possible
issue is the inability to achieve the dominant culture’s definition of manhood due to racial
oppression and the resulting lack of access to economic, educational and political
opportunities.
Redefining African American male masculinity. Scholars have suggested the
development of African American manhood has relevance to the dynamics of African
American romantic relationships (Franklin, 2000; Hampton et al., 2003). As has been
stated, African American men experience institutional racism which impacts their
economic, educational and political opportunities, both historically and currently
(Billingsley, 1992; Blauner, 1972; Feagin & Vera, 1995). Lack of opportunity often
leads to frustration. This frustration is based on the inability to achieve manhood through
conventional, traditional and social means and can be extremely intense. Harris (1995)
suggests that the expectations for African American men to achieve these unattainable
masculine roles create intense identity conflicts. It is inevitable that a system that
promotes manhood through working, economic independence and the ability to provide
for oneself and one’s family and then denies African American men the resources for
success will facilitate significant frustration and anger (Hannerz, 1969; Madhubuti, 1990;
Staples, 1982). This anger and frustration that African American men experience due to
institutional racism may be in turn directed at their African American female partners

31

(Hampton et al., 2003). One option to cope with this inability to achieve a majority
culture definition of manhood is to create alternative definitions of manhood that increase
the likelihood of using violence as a means of problem solving.
This alternative definition of African American manhood includes the identities
of: the tough guy, the player and the hustler as a means of compensating when the
traditional roles (the provider, the protector, the self-made man) have not been achieved
(Harris, 1995; Oliver, 2003). The tough-guy image is an alternative masculine role that
defines manhood in terms of fearlessness, emotional control, and a willingness to
use violence to resolve interpersonal conflict (Clark, 1965; Hannerz, 1969; Oliver, 1984;
Staples, 1982). The player is an alternative role that defines manhood in terms of overt
promiscuity, dominance, and emotional and sexual exploitation of women (Clark, 1965;
Hannerz, 1969; Liebow, 1967; Miller, 1958; Staples, 1982). The hustler defines
manhood in terms of using wits to aggressively gain access to legitimate economic
opportunities and the illicit resources of the ghetto to improve one’s economic position
(Oliver, 2006). This may involve selling drugs, operating an after-hours establishment or
selling stolen merchandise (Horton, 1972).
Although these adoptions of alternative definitions of manhood are immediacyoriented adaptive responses, in reality, they are quite dysfunctional and maladaptive, as
they create more problems than they solve (Gibbs, 1988; Oliver, 1998; 2000). African
American males may take on an internalized process that involves the suppression of
emotions, distrust for authority, need for approval from peers, denial of vulnerability and
contempt of feminine qualities (Harris, 1995). Such attitudes may be expressed through
observable mannerisms such as noticeable differences in physical posture or style of
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clothing (Harris, 1995). These attitudes, interests and mannerisms have been defined in a
variety of terms, including “black male masculinity,” “reactionary masculinity,” and the
“compulsive masculine alternative” (Franklin, 1984; Harris, 1992; Kochman, 1981;
Majors, 1989; Oliver, 1989; Wilson, 1991). This revised definition of masculinity
emphasizes sexual promiscuity, toughness and thrill seeking along with the use of
violence in interpersonal relationships.
This idea of using violence to dominate, among other methods has been adopted
by many from diverse backgrounds. Many men, from all races, have been socialized to
believe that men are superior and should be dominant in the relationship (Hannerz, 1969;
Liebow, 1967; Staples, 1982). Because African American men have historically lacked
resources, this socialization of gender dominance has not been accomplished in the same
manner as with White men (Ucko, 1994; West, 1999). The difficulty of finding and
keeping employment for African American men has forced African American women to
become more financially independent (Staples, 1982). This has led to African American
men feeling more dependent on their significant others and therefore, feeling less
masculine (Franklin, 1984) by mainstream American definitions of manhood.
Researchers who study African Americans’ social construction of manhood have noted
that if African American men can act tough among each other and act in an exploitative
manner to their partners, then they have achieved manhood (Anderson, 1999; Gooden,
1980; Hannerz, 1969; Liebow, 1967; Staples, 1982). It is at this juncture that men who
are frustrated with present and historical acts of discrimination and who have been forced
to adopt an alternative definition of manhood which accepts and encourages violence as
means of solving issues are at a greater risk of engaging in IPV (Hampton et al., 2003).
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In addition to the adoption of alternative definitions of masculinity, another factor that
has been found to influence the prevalence of intimate partner violence is gender role
attitudes.
Gender role attitudes. Gender role attitudes refer to the appropriate roles of men
and women (McHugh & Friez, 1997). One way in which gender role attitudes have been
explored in the literature is through examining gender role attitudes of men and women
on the continuum of traditional to more egalitarian attitudes. Individuals who have more
traditionalist beliefs view others based on stereotypical characteristics associated with
their sex while those with more egalitarian beliefs view others independent of their sex
(King, Beere, King & Beere, 1981).
Brogan and Kutner (1976) and Swatos and McCauley (1980) reported the men in
their respective studies were more traditional in their gender role attitudes than the
women. Similarly, Finn (1986) reported the men in this study were more traditional in
their gender role attitudes than the women. Additionally, Finn (1986) found that men
were more likely than women to endorse the use of violence by husbands against their
wives. Socioeconomic status has also been associated with gender role attitudes (Brogan
& Kutner, 1976; Swatos & McCauley, 1980). Women whose mothers were more
educated were more egalitarian in their gender role attitudes than those whose mothers
were less educated (Brogan & Kutner, 1976). Swatos and McCauley (1980) concluded
that their working class sample was more traditional in their gender role attitudes than
Brogan and Kutner’s (1976) middle class sample. Finally, it has also been reported that
race impacts gender role attitudes. Finn (1986) found that Whites in his study were more
traditional in their gender role attitudes than Blacks.
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Further, research has identified relationships between gender role attitudes,
negative attitudes towards women and the approval of marital violence toward women
(Berkel, 2000). Moreover, traditionalist gender role attitudes have been found to
correlate positively with the acceptance of interpersonal violence (Burt, 1980), the
sanction of the use of physical force by husbands against their wives (Finn, 1986) and the
distribution of blame to women in domestic violence situations (Willis, Halinan, &
Melby, 1996). African Americans with a more traditionalist viewpoint were more likely
to support violence against women than those with a more egalitarian belief system
(Berkel, 2000). Berkel (2000) found that Black women were more egalitarian in their
beliefs than Black men and were less likely to endorse IPV than Black men.
Additionally, Esqueda and Harrison (2005), found traditionalists attribute greater blame
to the victims of IPV and less blame to the perpetrator more often than egalitarians.
Likewise, those with more of a traditional worldview have recommended shorter jail time
for perpetrators of IPV and felt the incident was less abusive when the victim is African
American than when White (Willis et al., 1996).
In summary, African Americans experience a unique set of stressors in their
romantic relationships. These unique stressors are a result of historical and contemporary
racial discrimination. One such stressor is the internalization of discrimination which, in
part, may be expressed through stereotypical perceptions of African American women.
Additionally, the inability to achieve manhood through traditional means for African
American men and the anger and frustration that accompanies it is another. This unique
set of stressors may contribute to violence within some African American relationships.
They also may manifest through attempting to conform to gender roles established by the
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dominant culture. Research has found those that endorse more traditional gender roles
compared to more egalitarian gender roles impacts their attitudes and beliefs regarding
IPV (Berkel, 2000). The following section will address how different attitudes regarding
IPV impact behaviors and therefore, possibly prevalence of this issue.
Attitudes Affecting Behaviors
The importance of understanding intimate partner violence attitudes is notable
given the association attitudes have to actual behavior (Ajzen, 1991). Extant research has
found that attitudes regarding IPV were a predictive factor for perpetrators of IPV
(Guoping et al., 2010). In another investigation, Anderson and Umberson (2001) found
that perpetrators of IPV rationalized their violence towards their partners as a rational
response to extreme provocation. These men minimized, rationalized, justified and
excused their violent behavior. Furthermore, research suggests that violent offenders
who commit other types of crimes tend to hold similar sets of beliefs that may aid in
explaining their violent behavior (Beech, Fisher, & Ward, 2006; Polaschek & Gannon,
2004; Tilley & Brackley, 2005). These beliefs or attitudes are described as theories that
affect thinking and actions (Ward, 2000).
Additionally, Eckhardt et al., (2012) conducted a study assessing men’s attitudes
towards gender, violence and the association between the two using the Implicit Measure
Association Test (IAT), a measure of unconscious bias (Greenwald, McGhee, &
Schwartz, 1998). The sample consisted of 50 men in a treatment program for IPV and 40
non-violent men. They found that men in the IPV treatment program revealed more
positive implicit attitudes regarding violence and a more immediate association between
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violence and women. For violent men in the sample, there was also a significant
correlation between attitudes about violence and frequency of IPV.
Dempsey and Day (2011) found that similarly to other violent men, perpetrators
of IPV feel ambivalence about where they fit in the world and have difficulty coping with
its expectations, relationships and social interactions. Furthermore, these men seemed to
create their worldview based on the belief that men should be provider and protector and
when conflict occurred, they reacted violently toward their partner. These attitudes and
beliefs about gender roles and masculinity may be risk factors for violence towards
women (Beesley & McGuire, 2009).
Taken together, when considering the experiences of African Americans in the
US, the processes and outcomes associated with IPV have a unique structure or anatomy
that demand special attention. Though African Americans experience unique historical,
psychological, sociological and economic factors that contribute to IPV, little research is
available. Of the research that does exist, little to no research exists on the psychometric
properties of such measures with African Americans. One measure that may be useful
with African Americans is the Inventory of Beliefs about Wife Beating.
A limitation of the aforementioned studies is that none of these investigations
included African American men. However, a previous investigation with African
American men cited the link between cultural attitudes towards African American
women and the endorsement of violence against African American women (Gillum,
2002). Given that Saunders et al. (1987) established IPV attitudes are linked to actual
behavior, the above studies give credence to the concept of African American men’s
attitudes also being linked to IPV.

37

Development and Construction of the IBWB
The IBWB is a scale that measures global attitudes and beliefs about IPV. While
it has been used in different studies comprised of different racial and ethnic groups, there
is little or no information regarding how reliable or valid the IBWB is for use with
African Americans. Little to no demographic information was provided about
participants’ race or ethnicity in the development of the IBWB. Regarding its relevance
to African Americans and IPV, the IBWB is important because it examines IPV attitudes
with a mainstream lens.
A mainstream lens is relevant to African Americans in that African Americans
possess a bicultural identity that embraces African American and traditional American
values. Therefore, examining the IBWB with an African American sample will help fill
gaps in existing literature regarding the usefulness of the IBWB with African Americans.
Determining the factor structure and internal consistency for the IBWB with an African
American sample will greatly contribute to the quality of future investigations exploring
IPV attitudes among African Americans.
The IBWB is a 31-item scale created to measure beliefs about the appropriateness
of engaging in violent behavior in the context of an intimate heterosexual marital
relationship; participants respond to a Likert scale with 7 points ranging from 1(Strongly
agree) to 7 (Strongly disagree). The creators of the scale utilized the term “wife
beating” because at the time the scale was developed, it was the most widely used term
for IPV. The IBWB specifically asks about married couples due to differences that could
exist regarding perceptions toward married and unmarried couples, potentially increasing
measurement error (Saunders et al., 1987).
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The theory for the IBWB is based on Rape Myth Attitudes Theory which suggests
the higher the rate of sex role stereotyping, adversarial sexual beliefs, and acceptance of
intimate partner violence, the greater the acceptance of rape myths (Burt, 1980). Rape
myths are defined as prejudicial, stereotypical or inaccurate beliefs about rape, victims of
rape and perpetrators of rape (Burt, 1980). Examples include, “only bad girls get raped”,
“women ask for it”, and “rapists are sex-starved, insane or both” (Burt, 1980).
Participants consisted of 578 students from a psychology department subject pool at a
Midwestern university, 97 New England students (44 men and 58 women), and 145
nurses and 86 physicians from a Midwestern teaching hospital. In addition, 70 women
advocates for battered women providing direct or indirect services for abused women
along with 21 male perpetrators (Saunders et al., 1987).
The developers of the IBWB initiated their investigation with 119 questions
which asked a variety of questions about IPV. Items were eliminated if they required
knowledge of facts or if they were ambiguous. Items were also eliminated if they did not
correlate with at least two other items which was a prerequisite for the construction of
subscales (Kim & Mueller, 1978). Principal axis factoring followed by varimax rotation
was used because the study was exploratory and attempting to create independent
subscales (Saunders et al., 1987). Because there was an expectation that some of the
subscales would be closely related, principal axis factoring with oblique rotation was
used to identify the relationship among the factors. Five factors were identified.
The retained subscales for the IBWB are as follows: “Wife beating is justified”
(12 items) reflects the attitude that IPV behavior is acceptable in general, or based on the
victim’s behavior. “Wives gain from beatings” (7 items) focuses on the idea that wives
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want to be abused because they gain sympathy or attention from being abused. “Help
should be given” (5 items) examines the desirability of strangers helping those being
abused. “Offender should be punished” (4 items) examines attitudes about the immediate
separation of the couple, either through the wife leaving or the husband being jailed. The
last subscale is “Offender is responsible” (3 items) and this focuses on finding fault with
the batterer and should be held accountable (Saunders et al., 1987). Saunders and
colleagues (1987) reported internal consistency estimates for this scale that ranged from
.86 on “Wife beating is justified” (WJ), to .61 on “Offender should be punished” (OP),
with a median coefficient of .77.
The IBWB subscales were correlated with the Rape Myth Acceptance (RMA)
scale, a widely used and accepted measure of attitudes toward rape (Burt, 1980). In
particular, WJ correlated .56 with the RMA, WG correlated.62 with the RMA scale, HG
correlated .42 with the RMA, OR was -.25, OP was -.20; all correlations = p<.001. These
all correlated in the predicted direction, suggesting a statistically significant association
between attitudes about rape and attitudes about abuse of women.
Construct validity for the IBWB scale was further supported through examining
its relationships with other theoretically relevant constructs such as the Attitudes Towards
Women scale (AWS) (Spence & Helmreich, 1978; Spence, Helmreich, & Stapp, 1973),
the Sex-Role Stereotyping scale used by Burt (1980), the Hostility Toward Women
(HTW) scale (Check & Malamuth, 1983), and Extroversion and Neuroticism, from the
Eysenck Personality Questionnaire (Eysenck & Eysneck, 1969).
The AWS was related to the IBWB subscales in the predicted direction across all
samples. The strongest relationship existed between the AWS and the subscales WJ,
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WG, and HG. Traditional gender roles related positively with the beliefs that wife
beating is justified, wives should not be helped and wives gain from abuse. There also
was a smaller but nonetheless significant relationship with the other subscales as well.
Saunders et al. (1987) further tested construct validity through the “known
groups” method by examining parallel attitudes about rape among differing constituent
groups. Saunders expected that the IBWB would be able to differentiate between groups
with opposing beliefs about IPV (Saunders et al., 1987). Rape crisis counselors and
rapists differently endorsed rape attitudes while students and others endorsed a range of
beliefs. The sample used the same 578 people from the first study, 70 advocates for
battered women and 71 men who were batterers. As predicted, the advocates and
batterers fell on opposite end of the scales which further supports construct validity.
Additionally, all of the subscales of the IBWB correlated with socially desirable
responding (Saunders et al., 1987).
The Hostility Toward Women Scale correlated with the IBWB scales in a similar
manner to the Sex Role Stereotyping Scale. The strongest correlations were with WJ,
WG, and HG. There was no significant relationship with the OR scale. The statements
examining an inclination towards IPV were both positively and significantly correlated
with WJ, WG. The self-perceived chance of being violent was correlated but not as
strongly with the belief that the offender is not responsible and should not be punished.
Testing divergent validity, the three measures of personality did not show consistent
correlations with the IBWB subscales, as expected. In the fifth test of construct validity,
male and female students differed significantly (p<.001) on all but the OR scale. It was
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found that women were less likely to view violence as justified and believe that women
gain from abuse and they were more likely to agree that help should be given and that the
offender should be punished.
Descriptive studies using the IBWB. Since its introduction, the IBWB has been
used in a number of studies. In an investigation relevant to the minority experiences of
African Americans, the IBWB was used to examine how power within relationships
changes after emigrating from China, a more patriarchal society (Jin & Keat, 2010). It
was found that both men who were and were not in an abusive relationship experienced a
lack of power which manifested through wives taking control of decision making after
immigrating to the United States. In addition, the more the batterers perceived
themselves to have lost decision making power, the more likely they were to believe that
no help should be given to victims of IPV and that offenders are not responsible for IPV.
Similar to African Americans, Chinese immigrants occupy a minority status. The
findings of this investigation are parallel to the theory about African Americans and IPV
given that African American men experience a similar sense of powerlessness (Stets,
1988), highlighting the possible benefit of using the IBWB with African Americans due
to the similarity in feeling a lack of power. Cronbach’s alpha for the five subscales in the
current study was .86, .83, .70, .69, .58, respectively (Jin & Keat, 2009), suggesting the
IBWB may be reliable with minority populations.
It was found that change in decision making power due to immigration was
negatively correlated with their attitudes towards intimate partner violence (Jin & Keat,
2009). For this study, the scales were changed to “Help should not be given”, “Offender
should not be punished” and “Offender is not responsible”. Its negative correlations with
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the subscales found “Help should not be given” and “Offender is not responsible” to be
significant and “Wife beating is justified” and “Offender should not be punished” to be
nearly significant. Decision power change due to immigration among the nonviolence
Chinese immigrant men was positively correlated with attitudes towards intimate partner
violence with the subscales of “Help should not be given” and “Offender should not be
punished” found to be significant.
Another study which used the IBWB “Wife beating is justified” and “Wives gain
from beatings” subscales examined attitudes towards IPV in men of South Asian descent
(Bhanot & Senn, 2007). Internal consistency estimates for these two subscales were .89
and .82 respectively. Beliefs about gender roles fully mediated the relationship between
acculturation and beliefs about violence towards women (Bhanot & Senn, 2007). In
other words, lower acculturation was linked to higher acceptance of IPV because lower
levels of acculturation are related to more traditional and conservative beliefs about the
roles of men and women (Bhanot & Senn, 2007). Likewise, African American men with
more traditional gender role attitudes endorse IPV compared to those who have more
egalitarian gender role attitudes (Berkel, 2000).
Furthermore, Obeid, Change, and Ginges (2010) examined religious, legal and
familial contexts of IPV in Lebanon in relation to contemporary attitudes about violence
towards women. This study consisted of 206 undergraduate students, both male and
female, attending the Lebanese American University. The Help Should Be Given and
Offender Should Be Punished IBWB subscales were used in their original format. The
Justification of Wife Beating and Husbands are Responsible subscales were administered
with cultural changes relevant to an Arab context (Obeid et al., 2010). Cronbach’s alpha
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estimates ranged from .68 for “Husbands are responsible” to .94 for “Justification of wife
beating”, reverse coded (Obeid et al., 2010). The scaling was different for the two
subscales that were developed for an Arab context using a 5 point Likert scale (1 =
strongly agree and 5 = strongly disagree) in contrast to the 7 point Likert scale utilized
by Saunders (1987). Higher scores on these four subscales revealed the following
beliefs: wife beating is not justified, help should be given to victims, husbands should be
held responsible and husbands should be punished (Obeid et al., 2010). Further, gender
and beliefs about the roles of women were found to be the greatest predictors of attitudes
about IPV. Similarly, African American men have similar ideas regarding the roles of
women which have influenced the prevalence of IPV among African Americans (Berkel,
2000).
Moreover, Brade and Bent-Goodley (2009) examined African American clergy’s
perceptions related to IPV awareness and engagement in faith community initiatives
using the IBWB short form, which consists of “Wife beating is justified” and “Help
should be given”. Three questions from the “Help should be given” scale examined the
clergy’s views on resource provisions and aid to those affected by IPV. Findings
revealed 97% felt that social agencies should be more active in assisting victims of IPV
and that there is a need for more IPV available resources within and outside of the
church. Cronbach’s alpha for their study was ranged from .61 to .89 (Bent-Goodley &
Fowler, 2006; Majumdar, 2004).
Additionally, Salazar and Cook (2006) used the “Wife beating is justified”
subscale from the IBWB with a sample population of adjudicated African American male
adolescents employing an experimental research design to assess changes in knowledge
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of IPV and patriarchal attitudes. This study evaluated a five session IPV prevention
program guided by feminist theory. Results indicated a higher level of IPV knowledge
and less patriarchal attitudes compared to the control group. This study also found a
significant intervention effect for the “Wife beating is justified” subscale. Estimates of
internal consistency for this study were .85 (Salazar & Cook, 2006).
Finally, Berkel and her colleagues (1999), examined gender role attitudes,
religion and spirituality as predictors of attitudes about IPV. This study only used three
subscales which were “Wife beating is justified”, “Wives gain from beatings” and “Help
should be given” because of the lower reliability on the two remaining scales .61 for
“Offender should be punished” and .62 for “Offender is responsible”. The reliability
found on the above mentioned study were .86 for “Wife beating is justified”, .78 for
“Wives gain from beatings”, and .73 for “Help should be given”.
This study consisted of a sample of 360 undergraduate and graduate students from
a large public Eastern university. Of these, 129 were African American (33 males and 96
females) and 231 participants were White (69 males and 162 females). Among White
college students, gender role attitudes were the best overall predictor of beliefs about
IPV. Specifically, Whites with egalitarian gender role attitudes endorsed less support for
use of IPV than those with more traditional gender role attitudes. For African American
students, both women and men with egalitarian gender role attitudes were less likely to
endorse the use of IPV by men against women (Berkel, Vandiver, & Bahner, 2004).
Summary
To summarize, there are many historical, cultural and social factors that
contribute to the prevalence of IPV among African Americans. These include poverty
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and its contextual factors, historical and institutional discrimination as well as additional
stress in relationships between African American women and men in heterosexual
relationships. The IBWB has been used in relation to a variety of sociocultural
constructs. Given the unique historical and contemporary experiences of African
Americans, the IBWB should be useful in understanding the phenomenon of intimate
partner violence among African Americans, especially considering the already
documented disparities between African Americans and other racial groups. The purpose
of this dissertation is to examine the factor structure of the IBWB and determine its
internal consistency with a group of African American college students in an effort to fill
the existing gap in the literature. The current study will use a modified version of the
IBWB.
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Chapter 3
Methodology
The main purpose of this proposed study was to identify the factor structure of a
modified version of the IBWB with a sample of African American college students.
Additionally, this study determined if the IBWB correlated with a measure of gender role
attitudes. Gender differences and internal consistency were also examined. Analyses
were conducted on secondary data drawn from an already existing investigation.
Participants
Participants were African American undergraduate and graduate students from
two mid-south universities: one which is predominately White and one which is
historically African American. The criteria for inclusion in the study required that
participants be 18 and older with at least one parent of African American descent. The
study was administered online through Survey Monkey. Participants were required to
give their consent to participate at the end of the informed consent page; indicating their
agreement allowed them to complete the study. Participants who indicated disinterest in
participating were directed to a thank you page exiting them from the study.
According to De Winter, Dodou, and Wieringa, (2009), a reasonable absolute
minimum sample size is N=50. Gorsuch (1983) recommended that N be at least 100
which was supported by Kline (1979). This dissertation used secondary data with a
sample size of 228 participants.
Instruments
Participants were asked to complete the following measures: a demographic
questionnaire, a modified version of the Inventory of Beliefs about Wife Beating

47

(Saunders et al., 1987) and the Traditional and Egalitarian Sex Role Scale (Larsen &
Long, 1988). The demographic questionnaire included information on age, race, gender,
SES, year in school and degree.
Inventory of Beliefs about Wife Beating
Inventory of Beliefs about Wife Beating (IBWB) (Saunders et al., 1987) is a
31- item scale designed to measure attitudes regarding the appropriateness of violence
toward women (Saunders et al., 1987) (see Appendix C). Inventory items include,
“There is no excuse for a man beating his wife”, “Wives try to get beaten by their
husbands in order to get sympathy from others,” and “Even when a wife’s behavior
challenges her husband’s manhood, he is not justified in beating her.” Five factors were
identified based on a sample of university students’ IBWB scores through exploratory
factor analysis. These five factors became the five subscales of the IBWB. The “Wife
beating is justified” subscale (WJ, 12 items), measures whether participants believe that
intimate partner violence is justified under particular circumstances. The “Wives gain
from beatings” subscale (WG, 7 items), measures how much participants believe that
women benefit, to some degree, from the violence either through attention or sympathy.
The “Help should be given” subscale (HG, 5 items), inquires about the degree to which
bystanders should get involved through taking action with wives experiencing intimate
partner violence. The “Offender is responsible” subscale (OR, 3 items), inquires about
the blameworthiness of the abuser. Finally, the “Offender should be punished” subscale
(OP, 4 items), inquires if the abuser should be punished because of his violent actions
towards his wife. These items are scored on a Likert-type scale ranging from 1 (strongly
agree) to 7 (strongly disagree).
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The IBWB subscales all significantly correlated with the Rape Myth Acceptance
(RMA) scale (Burt, 1980) in the predicted direction, supporting a direct association
between attitudes towards violence against women and attitudes towards rape. Further,
four of the five subscale scores correlated significantly with the Sex-Role Stereotyping
Scale (Burt, 1980) in the predicted directions. In addition, three of the five subscales
correlated in the predicted directions with Hostility Toward Women Scale (Check &
Malamuth, 1983), and all five of the subscales significantly correlated in the predicted
directions with the scores on the Attitudes Towards Women Scale (Spence et al., 1973).
Moreover, Saunders and colleagues reported internal consistency estimates ranging from
.86 to .61 with a median coefficient of .77 (Berkel et al., 2004).
For the purpose of this study, the IBWB was modified by adding the following
prompt prior to each item: “Thinking about relationships between African American men
and women…”. This was done to focus participants on their opinions about African
American heterosexual marital relationships, taking into account the racial and cultural
dynamics specific to African Americans. The benefit of modifying the IBWB relative to
African Americans is that it allows for the examination of within group differences,
ensuring that participants are specifically asked about their perception of African
American heterosexual relationships.
Gender Role Attitudes
In addition, gender role attitudes were measured using the Traditional and
Egalitarian Sex Role Scale (TESR) (Larsen & Long, 1988). This scale consists of 20
items which are measured on a 5-point Likert scale ranging from 1 (strongly agree) to 5
(strongly disagree) (see Appendix D). Higher scores indicate a more egalitarian
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viewpoint regarding gender roles agreeing with statements such as, “Having a job is just
as important for a wife as it is for her husband”. Lower scores indicate a more traditional
viewpoint regarding gender role attitudes and agree with statements such as, “Ultimately,
a woman should submit to her husband’s decision”. Larson and Long (1988) reported the
split half reliability was .85 (p> .001). A sex role orientation scale developed by Brogan
and Kutner (1976) was used to establish internal consistency. A test of concurrent
validity produced a correlation of .79 (p< .001) between the TESR and traditionalist
thinking expressed in the Brogan and Kutner scale. In this investigation, the Cronbach’s
alpha was .88 (p< .001).
Esqueda and Harrison (2005) conducted a study examining the influence of
gender role attitudes on perceptions of IPV when the woman’s race and frustration with
and resistance to IPV varied. In this study, the Cronbach’s alpha was .88 (p<.001).
Additionally, Vandello, Bosson, Cohen, Burnaford, and Weaver (2008) conducted five
studies to demonstrate that manhood is seen as a precarious state in need of continual
social proof and validation and because of this precariousness, when men’s masculinity is
threatened they may act out in male-typed behaviors, such as physical aggression.
Cronbach’s alpha for this study was .87. Moreover, Livingston and Judge (2008) tested
the effect of work-family conflict on emotions and the moderating effects of gender role
orientation. Internal consistency for this scale was .85.
Data Analysis
This study used exploratory factor analysis (EFA) to examine the factor structure
for African American college students using a modified version of the IBWB. It is
unclear as to the racial make-up of the participants Saunders and his colleagues (1987)
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used to create the factors for this measure. Principle axis factoring followed by promax
rotation was used to determine which subscales emerged from the IBWB items. Because
some of the dimensions are expected to be closely related, principle axis factoring with
oblique rotation was performed to examine the relationship among factors.
Parallel Analysis (inclusive of a bootstrapping procedure) was used as a follow up
analysis to determine the number of factors to retain once exploratory factor analysis has
determined the factor structure of scale items. This method provides a superior
alternative to other techniques (Scree and eigenvalue-greater-than-one-rule) (Ledesma
&Valero-Mora, 2007). Various studies indicate that Parallel Analysis is a preferred
method for determining the number of factors to retain (Humphreys & Montanelli, 1975;
Zwick & Velicer, 1986). Among the different methods available, Parallel Analysis is the
most accurate, showing the least variability and sensitivity to different factors (Zwick &
Velicer, 1986). Glorfeld (1995) agrees with this statement adding that one would find
few reasons to use a different method. Similarly, several academic journals concur with
the use of Parallel Analysis, including Educational and Psychological Measurement
(Thompson & Daniel, 1996). Parallel Analysis is not as well known to researchers
mainly because it is not included as an option in most well known statistical packages.
Many different researchers have discussed the importance of deciding how many
factors to retain when using EFA (e.g., Fabrigar, Wegener, MacCallum, & Strahan,1999
and Hayton, Allen, & Scarpello, 2004). To begin, it can affect the EFA results since
there is evidence of the relative robustness of EFA regarding these matters (Zwick &
Velicer, 1986). Secondly, EFA requires a delicate balance between retaining and
representing the correlations that exist in a particular group of items (Hayton et al., 2004).

51

Lastly, an error in selecting factors may significantly alter the interpretation of the EFA
results (Hayton et al., 2004). Additionally, when using Parallel Analysis, the procedure
involves a similar method as obtaining eigenvalues except the diagonal of the correlation
matrix is replaced by squared multiple correlations.
Additionally, as part of the Parallel analysis procedure a bootstrap procedure was
performed. The bootstrap eigenvalue-eigenvector method, according to Jackson (1993) is
a reliable assessment of ‘meaningful’ components. Means, minima, maxima and 95%
confidence intervals are calculated from the distribution of the eigenvalues. Eigenvalues
are considered as indistinguishable from each other at the point where the confidence
intervals overlap between pairs of successive eigenvalues. However, if the ranges do not
overlap, it was assumed that the eigenvalues are different. This represented the cut point
between meaningful and random noise among identified factors. The combination of
parallel analysis and the bootstrap procedure provided a better measure of the
dimensionality than either approach alone. An additional reason for the use of this
method was the assistance it provided with the evaluation of whether or not each item
contributes to a given component. If a specific item was not significantly weighted on
any nontrivial component, then that item could be removed from the analysis (Jackson,
1993).
In addition to conducting factor and parallel analyses, internal consistency
analysis was conducted to determine the level of reliability of this modified version of the
IBWB with this particular sample for each new subscale. Internal consistency estimates
were computed for each of the scales that emerged from the factor analysis. Internal
consistency is a measure based on the correlations between different items on the sub-
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scales of the measure for the given sample. Also, a one way ANOVA was conducted to
compare the mean differences between males and females on the IBWB. This study also
examined the correlations between the subscales of the IBWB with the TESR.
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Chapter 4
Results
Data Screening
Research questions 1 and 2 will be addressed in the following sections. Research
question 1 examined the factor structure of a modified version of the IBWB for African
American college students; question 2 examined internal consistency of the IBWB newly
formed subscales with African American college students. Research questions 3 and 4
will be addressed in subsequent sections. The suitability of the data for factor analysis
was assessed using the following criteria. The Kaiser-Meyer-Olkin (KMO) measure of
sampling adequacy was .88 greater than the recommended value of .6 (Kaiser, 1974), and
Bartlet’s Test of Sphericity (Bartlett, 1954) was significant (χ2= 2464.03, df = 465, p<
.001) supporting the factorability of the correlation matrix. Generally, when the KMO
statistic is smaller than 0.5, this is an indication that correlations between pairs of
variables (items) cannot be explained by other variables and that factor analysis may not
be appropriate (Kaiser, 1974). Additionally, Bartlett’s test of Sphericity tests the null
hypothesis that in the population the correlation matrix for the outcome variables is an
identity matrix (where each item correlates perfectly with itself (r = 1) but has no
correlation with the other items (r = 0). Values from the KMO and Bartlett's Test of
Sphericity indicated that factor analysis was appropriate.
The sample for this investigation consisted of 228 participants. Mean substitution
was used to address missing data. The univariate outliers that were removed consisted of
z scores 3.29 standard deviations away from the mean. In order to apply the most
conservative statistical procedures and because the univariate outliers exceeded z scores
higher than 3.29 standard deviations either above or below the mean, 53 univariate
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outliers were counted as missing which decreased the sample population to 175.
Multivariate outliers based on a Leverage value of 3(k+1)/n =.42105, further decreased
the participants from 175 to 164 (Stevens, 2002). According to Bryant and Yarnold
(1995), a sample population needs to be at least five times the number of items and every
analysis should include at least 100 participants regardless of subjects to items ratio.
Tabachnick and Fidell (2007) noted that sample sizes of approximately 150 cases should
be sufficient with solutions that have high load marker items (>.80).
Factor Analysis
A principal axis factor analysis with promax rotation was conducted on the 31
items of the IBWB in order to illuminate the factor structure and provide support for
validity of the instrument. Principal axis factoring was chosen as it generally is
preferential when determining underlying latent factors; promax rotation was chosen as
the items were expected to be correlated (Kahn, 2006). The criteria for retention of items
was set at .30 which is an appropriate value according to Tabachnick and Fidell (2007).
Kaiser-Guttman criterion of eigenvalue greater than 1.00 was used for the 31-item scale.
While the Kaiser-Guttman eigenvalue criterion greater than 1.00 is a useful criterion, it
may at times misinterpret the most fitting number of factors (Gorsuch, 1983). Therefore,
the second criterion used to determine the appropriate number of factors was the scree
plot. Eight factors met the Kaiser retention of eigenvalues greater than 1.00 and these
factors matched the scree plot which accounted for 53.1% of the total variance. The
examination of eigenvalues and Cattell’s scree test (Cattell, 1966), revealed a noteworthy
gap between Factor 8 and the remaining factors (Factor 1 eigenvalue = 10.24, Factor 2
eigenvalue = 2.41, Factor 3 eigenvalue = 1.55, Factor 4 eigenvalue = 1.50, Factor 5
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eigenvalue =1.22, Factor 6 eigenvalue = 1.15, Factor 7 eigenvalue = 1.08, Factor 8
eigenvalue = 1.04. The following section reviews all eight factors identified by the
exploratory factor analysis although follow up analysis and examination of internal
consistency estimates indicated that only the first three newly factors were viable.
Given the content of the items, the first factor was named “IPV is justified” (VJ)
and mainly reflects that there are situations or circumstances in which IPV is justified.
This factor includes eight items and accounts for 31.78% of the total variance. The
highest loading items on this factor are “Sometimes it is OK for a man to beat his wife”
and “Even when a wife’s behavior challenges her husband’s manhood, he’s not justified
in beating her”. The internal consistency estimate for this factor is .89.
The second factor was named,” Women are responsible for IPV” (WR), as the
item content reflected placing blame on women for IPV within the relationship. This
factor includes six items and accounts for 6.22% of the total variance. The highest
loading items on this factor are “Battered wives try to get their partners to beat them as a
way to get attention from others” and “Wives try to get beaten by their husbands in order
to get sympathy from others”. The internal consistency estimate for this factor is .83.
The third factor was named, “IPV is beneficial in relationships” (VB) as the item
content reflected the idea that IPV is advantageous or helpful within a relationship. This
factor includes four items and accounts for 3.58% of the total variance. The highest
loading items on this factor are “A woman who constantly refuses sex is asking to be
beaten” and “Occasional violence by a husband toward his wife can help maintain the
marriage”. The internal consistency for this factor is .69.
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While the fourth factor was named “Responsibility for causing and stopping IPV”
(RCS), there are actually two themes represented in this factor. This factor included four
items that account for 3.21% of the total variance. This subscale had a negative internal
consistency of -.68. The most likely reason for this is because this scale is measuring
more than one construct and therefore may not be able to form an interrelated single
scale. The four items include “If I heard a woman being attacked by her husband, it
would be best to do nothing”, ”If I heard a woman being attacked by her husband, I
would call the police.” The third item is “Battered wives are responsible for their abuse
because they intended it to happen”, and the fourth is, “Most wives secretly desire to be
beaten by their husbands”.
The fifth factor found in the factor analysis was named, “Offender should be
punished” (OP) as these items focus on how, either through legal channels or personal
decisions the offender should be punished for his violent behavior. This factor included
three items and accounted for 2.46% of the total variance. The item with the highest
loading on this factor is, “A wife should move out of the house if her husband beats her”.
The internal consistency for this factor is .62.
The sixth factor was named, “Social advocacy”. This name was chosen as the
items focused on IPV in more of a social/global context. This factor included three items
and accounted for 2.12% of the total variance. The item with the highest loading on this
factor is, “Wife beating should be given a high priority as a social problem by
government agencies”. The internal consistency for this factor is .67.
The seventh factor was named, “Offender is responsible” as the items focus on
blame of the perpetrator. This factor included three items and accounted for 1.92% of the
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total variance. The item with the highest loading on this factor is, “Husbands who batter
should be responsible for the abuse because they should have foreseen that it would
happen”. The internal consistency for this factor is .56.
The eighth factor was named, “Time in jail for IPV”. This factor included only
one item. The item that loaded independently on this factor was, “How long should a
man who has beaten his wife spend in prison”.
There were three cross-loaded items, these three items are: “A sexually unfaithful
wife deserves to be beaten”, loading on the first factor, VJ (.46) and the second factor,
WR (.33), “Battered wives are responsible for their abuse because they intended it to
happen”, loading on the first factor, VJ (.33) and the fourth factor, RCS (.37),
“Sometimes it is ok for a man to beat his wife”, loading on the first factor, VJ (.99) and
the third factor, VB (-.35).
Numerous studies have argued that parallel analysis is the most appropriate
method for final factor retention in factor analysis (Hayton et al., 2004; Patil, Surendra,
Mishra, & Donavan, 2008). In parallel analysis, the underlying principal is that
nontrivial components should have larger eigenvalues than parallel components derived
from random data having the same sample size and same number of items (Ford,
MacCallum, & Tait, 1986; Longman, Cota, Holden & Fekken, 1989). Therefore, parallel
analysis involves the construction of correlation matrices of random items (i.e.,
bootstrapping). The average eigenvalues from the random correlation matrices are then
compared to the eigenvalues from the original data correlations matrix, such that the first
observed eigenvalue is compared to the first random eigenvalue and so on (Hayton,
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Allen, & Scarpello, 2004). Factors corresponding to actual eigenvalues that are greater
than or equal to the parallel average random eigenvalues are retained (see Table 1)
(Glorfield, 1995; Horn, 1965; Zwick & Velicer, 1986).

Table 1
Actual and Random Eigenvalues from Parallel Analysis of IBWB
Raw Data Eigenvalues, & Mean & Percentile Random Data Eigenvalues
Item
1.
2.
3.
4.
5.
6.
7.
8.
9.
10.
11.
12.
13.
14.
15.
16.
17.
18.
19.
20.
21.
22.
23.
24.
25.
26.
27.
28.
29.
30.
31.

Actual eigenvalues
9.84
1.88
1.10
.96
.74
.60
.56
.54
.38
.35
.31
.25
.23
.17
.15
.10
.04
.01
.003
-.04
-.05
-.09
-.12
-.13
-.14
-.17
-.20
-.23
-.25
-.26
-.28

Average eigenvalues
1.13
.99
.88
.80
.72
.65
.58
.52
.46
.40
.35
.30
.25
.21
.16
.12
.07
.03
-.01
-.05
-.08
-.12
-.15
-.19
-.22
-.26
-.29
-.32
-.36
-.39
-.44
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95th percentile eigenvalues
1.27
1.09
.98
.88
.79
.72
.65
.58
.52
.46
.40
.36
.30
.25
.21
.16
.11
.07
.03
-.01
-.05
-.07
-.12
-.16
-.19
-.23
-.27
-.30
-.33
-.37
-.41

The parallel analysis findings did not fully correspond to either Kaiser’s criterion
or Cattell’s scree test suggesting only four retainable factors (Factors 1-4). Factors 5-8
were not retainable and therefore not meaningful. The four retainable factors account for
44.8% of the variance and include 20 items (see Table 2). It should be noted that
although the parallel analysis indicated four retainable factors the fourth factor had
negative internal consistency rendering it unusable.
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Table 2
Exploratory Factor Analysis: Standardized Factor Loadings of Inventory of Beliefs of Wife Beating
Loadings
Items

VJ

WR

VB

RCS

.42

-.03

.23

.003

.69

. 04

.11

-.18

-.003

-.04

.05

-.52

.79

-.21

.07

.12

.67

-.26

.13

.29

.03

.47

.29

.16

.04

.06

.85

-.12

.22

.38

.28

-.10

129R. Episodes of a man beating his wife are the wife’s fault

.54

.20

.09

.25

131R. Women should be protected by law if their husbands beat
them

-.59

.08

.14

-.004

133R. Sometimes it is ok for a man to beat his wife

.99

.18

-.35

-.05

135R. A sexually unfaithful wife deserves to be beaten

.46

.33

.27

-.19

137R. Battered wives try to get their partners to beat them as a
way to get attention from them

-.13

.78

-..03

.17

125. There is no excuse for a man beating his wife
130.Even when women lie to their husbands, they do not deserve
to get a beating
139. If I heard a woman being attacked by her husband, it would
be best to do nothing
144. Even when a wife’s behavior challenges her husband’s
manhood, he’s not justified in beating her
149. A husband has no right to beat his wife even if she breaks
agreements she has made
126R. Wives try to get beaten by their husbands in order to get
sympathy from others
127R. A women who constantly refuses sex is asking to be
beaten
128R. Wives could avoid being battered by their husbands if
they knew when to stop talking
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Table 2 (Continued)
Exploratory Factor Analysis: Standardized Factor Loadings of Inventory of Beliefs of Wife Beating
Loadings
Items
140R. Battered wives are responsible for their abuse because
they intended it to happen
146R. When a wife is beaten it is caused by her behavior in the
weeks before the battering
148R. Wives who are battered are responsible for the abuse
because they should have foreseen it would happen
150R. Occasional violence by a husband toward his wife can
help maintain the marriage
152R. Most wives secretly desire to be beaten by their husbands
153R. If I heard a woman being attacked by her husband I
would call the police
154R. It would do some wives good to be beaten by their
husbands
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VJ

WR

VB

RCS

.33

.28

.12

.37

-.07

.47

.12

-.11

.20

.46

-.12

.27

-.01

.06

.56

.19

.12

.17

-.03

.73

.09

.02

-.08

-.54

.14

.11

.39

.20

Analysis of Variance
Research question three focused on the emergence of gender differences
regarding how male and female African American college students responded to the
IBWB. To determine if there were significant gender differences regarding the IBWB, a
one-way analysis of variance (ANOVA) procedure was conducted. The results found
that there were statistically significant differences in the mean scores between men and
women on the first three newly identified subscales of the IBWB. The first factor, “IPV
is justified”, (F 1, 183) = 17.363, p<.001, second factor, “Women are responsible for
IPV”, (F 1, 208) = 21.344, p<.001, and third factor, “IPV is beneficial in relationships”,
(F 1, 201) = 15.946, p<.001, indicated significant mean gender differences for the newly
identified IBWB subscales of the IBWB. No analysis was conducted for the fourth factor
given its negative internal consistency estimate. Given the uneven sample sizes between
genders and the violation of the assumption of homogeneity of variance for all three
subscales, the Welch ratio was reported as it is a more robust F-ratio statistic. There was
a significant effect of gender on the first factor, “IPV is justifiable”, F (1, 34.91) = 9.54, p
=.004, second factor, “Women are responsible for IPV”, F (1, 36.13) = 12.32, p =.001,
and third factor, “IPV is beneficial in relationships”, F (1, 34.67) = 8.86, p =.005, of the
IBWB.
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Table 3
ANOVA
_______________________________________________________________
Subscale

Males
_________________
M
SD
VJ
12.97*
5.31
WR
14.68**
7.02
VB
5.93*
2.17
Note. * = p<.005. ** = p<.001.

Females
________________
M
SD
9.90
3.34
10.15
4.69
4.72
1.41

Correlations
Research question four examined if the newly identified subscales would be intercorrelated as well as correlated with gender role attitudes (i.e., traditional and egalitarian)
. The subscales of the IBWB were correlated with each other. The first subscale, “IPV is
justifiable” (VJ) correlated with “Women are responsible for IPV” (WR), r=.75, p<.001,
“IPV is beneficial in relationships” (VB), r =.72, p<.001 and “Responsibility for causing
and stopping IPV”,(RCS) r = .15, p<.05. Additionally, “Women are responsible for
IPV” (WR) correlated with “IPV is beneficial in relationships”, (VB) r=.67, p<.001, and
“Responsibility for causing and stopping IPV”(RCS), r =.18, p<.01. “IPV is beneficial in
relationships” (VB) did not correlate with “Responsibility for causing and stopping IPV”
(RCS) (see Table 4).
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Table 4
Correlations of the IBWB subscales and TESR
Subscales/Measure
VJ
WR
VB
RCS
TESRTOT

VJ

WR

VB

RCS

TESRTOT

.75**
.81**

.71**

.14*

.18**

*

**

.17

.25

.04
.23**

.00

Note. VJ = IPV is justified; WR = Women are responsible for IPV; VB = Violence is beneficial in relationships; RCS
Responsibility
= Resposibilityfor causing and stopping IPV; TESRTOT = Traditional and Egalitarian Sex Role measure total;
* p < 0.05. ** p < 0.01

The subscales VJ, WR, and VB of the IBWB and the TESR were significantly
correlated (see table 4). The subscale RCS did not correlate with the TESR however. VJ
correlated with TESR r =.17, p<.05. WR was found to be highly correlated with TESR
r =.25, p<.001. VB was also correlated with TESR r = .23, p<.01.
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Chapter 5
Discussion
The main purpose of this study was to examine the appropriateness of using a
modified version of the IBWB to study African American college students’ beliefs about
intimate partner violence and how the results of this examination are similar to and
different from the structure of the original IBWB identified by Saunders and his
colleagues in 1987. This was accomplished through performing a factor analysis on a
modified version of the IBWB that focused on African American heterosexual
relationships and determining if it was internally consistent. Additionally, this study
sought to determine if gender differences in beliefs about intimate partner violence
existed for African American men and women in relation to any newly identified factors
(i.e., subscales). Another purpose of the current study was to examine how well the
newly identified subscales related to each other and how the subscales related to a gender
role attitudes scale to determine if the new subscales are valid as gender role attitudes
have been shown to be a consistent predictor of IPV attitudes among African Americans.
Newly Identified Factors
The first two research questions examined the factor structure of a modified
version of the IBWB as well as internal consistency estimates for the newly identified
subscales. There were eight factors that met the Kaiser retention of eigenvalues greater
than 1.00 as well as the scree test and accounted for 53.1% of the variance after
conducting a factor analysis. The parallel analysis, however, decreased the retainable
factors to four, three of which are useful due to positive internal consistency estimates.
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The following section will review all of the eight newly identified factors as the themes
of the unretained factors may be informative for future scale development.
The first newly identified factor was named “IPV is justifiable” (VJ). This name
represents the theme that emerged from the items in this factor, which focused on
different circumstances that could justify or prompt violence between partners. Out of a
total of eight items in the factor, examples of the items include, “A husband has no right
to beat his wife even if she breaks agreements she has made”, “Even when women lie to
their husbands, they do not deserve to get a beating”, “Even when a wife’s behavior
challenges her husband’s manhood, he’s not justified in beating her”, “A sexually
unfaithful wife deserves to be beaten”.
The second newly identified factor in the final model was named, “Women are
responsible for IPV” (WR). This name represents the theme that emerged from the items
which focused on different circumstances in which a woman could be perceived to be
responsible for IPV. Out of the six items in the factor, examples of the items include,
“Wives who are battered are responsible for the abuse because they should have foreseen
it would happen”, “When a wife is beaten it is caused by her behavior in the weeks before
the battering”, “Battered wives try to get their partners to beat them as a way to get
attention from them”, and “Wives try to get beaten by their husbands in order to get
sympathy from others”.
The third newly identified factor in the final model was named, “IPV is beneficial
in relationships” (VB). This name represents the theme that emerged from the items
which focused on the belief that IPV may improve the relationship. Out of a total of four
items in the factor, examples of the items include, “It would do some wives good to be
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beaten by their husbands”, “Occasional violence by a husband toward his wife can help
maintain the marriage” and “Sometimes it is OK for a man to beat his wife”.
The fourth newly identified factor was named “Responsibility for causing and
stopping IPV (RCS). This name represents two themes that emerged from the items in
this factor: the first focuses on dichotomous reactions to witnessing violence and the
second focuses on responsibility of the victim. The first theme that emerged from two of
the four items in this factor focuses on bystander involvement. These items are, “If I
heard a woman being attacked by her husband, it would be best to do nothing.” and “If I
heard a woman being attacked by her husband, I would call the police.” The second
theme that emerged from the remaining two items in this factor focus on the
responsibility of the victim are, “Most wives secretly desire to be beaten by their
husbands.” and “Battered wives are responsible for their abuse because they intended it to
happen.” One possible theme that may tie these four items together is responsibility (i.e.,
who is responsible for causing IPV and who is responsible for stopping it).
On the surface, this factor appears as if it is measuring two different constructs
and the internal consistency estimate reflects this. The internal consistency estimate
factor is negative. More than likely, the negative internal consistency estimate is due to
items that do not have positive covariance and therefore may not form an interrelated
useful single scale because they are not measuring the same construct (Hays, 1981).
Therefore, while it was statistically retained in the parallel analysis, it is not statistically
sound in regard to the negative internal consistency estimate.
The fifth factor found in the factor analysis was named, “Offender should be
punished” (OP). This factor was given this name because of the focus on how, either
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through legal channels or personal decisions, the offender should be punished for his
violent behavior. The three items that are included in this factor include the following:
“If a wife is beaten by her husband, she should divorce him immediately”, “The best way
to deal with wife beating is to arrest the husband.” and “A wife should move out of the
house if her husband beats her.”
The sixth factor was named, “Social advocacy” (SA). This name was chosen as
the items focused on IPV in more of a social/global context. The three items that are
included in this factor include the following: “Social agencies should do more to help
battered women”, “Wife beating should be given a high priority as a social problem by
government agencies” and “If I heard a woman being attacked by her husband I would
call the police”. Another item on this factor that also cross-loaded with the fourth factor
was, “If I heard a woman being attacked by her husband, I would call the police”. This
item also likely loaded on factor six because it included the involvement of government
agencies.
The seventh factor was named, “Offender is responsible” (OR). This name was
chosen as the items focus on blame of the offender. Out of a total of four items in the
factor, examples of the items include, “Husbands who batter are responsible for the abuse
because they intended to do it.”, “Causes of wife beating are the fault of the husband.”,
and “Husbands who batter should be responsible for the abuse because they should have
foreseen that it would happen.”
The eighth factor was named, “Time in jail for IPV”. This factor included only
one item. The item that loaded independently on this factor was, “How long should a
man who has beaten his wife spend in prison”. This question was scored on a Likert

69

scale with 1 representing zero to 1 month, 2 representing 6 months, 3 representing 1 year,
4 representing 3 years, 5 representing 5 years, 6 representing 10 years, and 7 representing
“don’t know”.
Comparison with original IBWB
Each of Saunders et al.’s (1987) factors had more items per factor than the newly
identified factors in this study. Saunders et al.’s first factor, “Wife beating is justified”
has a total of 12 items (see Table 5). There are seven of the eight items from the newly
identified similarly themed Factor 1 (VJ), two of the six factors from the newly identified
Factor 2 (WR), and all four of the items from the newly identified Factor 3 (VB). There
is also an item “A wife doesn’t deserve a beating even if she keeps reminding her
husband of his weak points.” that did not load on any factor in the current study. Two of
the items from Saunders et al.’s (1987) factor 1 cross-loaded on the current study. These
are: “Sometimes it is ok for a man to beat his wife” which cross- loaded on Factors 1 (VJ)
and 3 (VB) and “A sexually unfaithful wife deserves to be beaten” which cross-loaded on
the newly identified Factors 1 (VJ) and 2 (WR).
Saunders et al.’s (1987) second factor, “Wives gain from beatings” has seven
items and includes four of the six items from the newly identified similarly themed Factor
2 (WR). The original second factor also included two items from the newly identified
Factor 4 (RCS), one item from the newly identified Factor 1 (VJ) and one item from the
newly identified Factor 7 (OR). Two of the items from Saunders et al.’s (1987) second
factor cross-loaded on the current study. These are: “Battered wives are responsible for
their abuse because they intended it to happen.” which cross-loaded on Factors 4 (RCS)
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and 1 (VJ) and “When a wife is beaten, it is caused by her behavior in the weeks before
the battering.” which cross-loaded on Factor 2 (WR) and Factor 7 (OR).
Saunders et al.’s (1987) third factor, “Help should be given” has five items.
Three of the items are from the newly identified similarly themed Factor 6 (SA) and two
of the items are from the newly identified Factor 4 (RCS). There is one item that crossloaded on the current study which is “If I heard a woman being attacked by her husband,
I would call the police.” This cross-loaded on Factors 6 (SA) and 4 (RCS). An
additional item loaded on the newly identified Factor 1(VJ) but was removed as its
removal increased internal consistency. This item is “Women should be protected by law
if their husbands beat them.”
Saunders et al.’s (1987) fourth factor “Offender should be punished” has four
items. Two of these are from the newly identified similarly themed Factor 5 (OP). One
item is from Factor 7 (OR) and the other is from the newly identified Factor 8 (Time).
Saunders et al.’s (1987) fifth factor, “Offender is responsible” has four items.
Three of these items are from the newly identified similarly themed Factor 7 (OR). The
remaining item is from the newly identified Factor 5 (OP). There is one factor that was
found on the original study that did not load on any of the Saunders’ original subscales.
This item is found on the newly identified Factor 5: “A wife should move out of the
house if her husband beats her”.
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Table 5
Comparison of the Original and Current Subscales of the IBWB
Items
125. There is no excuse for a man beating his wife

Original
1 (WJ)

Current Study
1(VJ) (VJ)

127R. A women who constantly refuses sex is asking to be
beaten
128R. Wives could avoid being battered by their husbands if
they knew when to stop talking
129R. Episodes of a man beating his wife are the wife’s fault

1 (WJ)

3(VB)

1 (WJ)

2(VR)

1 (WJ)

1(VJ)

130. Even when women lie to their husbands, they do not
deserve to get a beating
133R. Sometimes it is ok for a man to beat his wife

1 (WJ)

1(VJ)

1 (WJ)

1(VJ),3(VB)

135R. A sexually unfaithful wife deserves to be beaten

1 (WJ)

1(VJ),2(VR)

144. Even when a wife’s behavior challenges her husband’s
manhood, he’s not justified in beating her
149. A husband has no right to beat his wife even if she breaks
agreements she has made
150R. Occasional violence by a husband toward his wife can
help maintain the marriage
151. A wife doesn’t deserve a beating even if she keeps
reminding her husband of his weak points
154R. It would do some wives good to be beaten by their
husbands
126R. Wives try to get beaten by their husbands in order to get
sympathy from others
134. Women feel pain and no pleasure when beat up by their
husbands
137R. Battered wives try to get their partners to beat them as a
way to get attention from them
140R. Battered wives are responsible for their abuse because
they intended it to happen
146R. When a wife is beaten it is caused by her behavior in the
weeks before the battering
148R. Wives who are battered are responsible for the abuse
because they should have foreseen it would happen
152R. Most wives secretly desire to be beaten by their husbands

1 (WJ)

1(VJ)

1 (WJ)

1(VJ)

1 (WJ)

3(VB)

1 (WJ)

Did not load

1 (WJ)

3(VB)

2 (WG)

2(VR)

2 (WG)

3(VB)

2 (WG)

2(VR)

2 (WG)

1(VJ),4(RCS)

2 (WG)

2(VR),7(OR)

2 (WG)

2(VR)

2 (WG)

4(RCS)

124R. Social agencies should do more to help battered women

3 (HG)

6(SA)

131R. Women should be protected by law if their husbands beat
them
132R. Wife beating should be given a high priority as a social
problem by government agencies
139. If I heard a woman being attacked by her husband, it would
be best to do nothing

3 (HG)

1(VJ)

3 (HG)

6(SA)

3 (HG)

4(RCS)
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Table 5 (Continued)
Comparison of the Original and Current Subscales of the IBWB
Items
153R. If I heard a woman being attacked by her husband I would
call the police
141R. If a wife is beaten by her husband she should divorce him
immediately
142R. Husbands who batter are responsible for the abuse
because they intended to do it
143R. The best way to deal with wife beating is to arrest the
husband
145. How long should a man who has beaten his wife spend in
prison
136R. Causes of wife beating are the fault of the husband

Original
3 (HG)

Current Study
4(RCS),6(SA)

4 (OP)

5(OP)

4 (OP)

7(OR)

4 (OP)

5(OP)

4 (OP)

8(Time)

5 (OR)

7(OR)

138R. Husbands who batter should be responsible for the abuse
because they should have foreseen that it would happen
142R. Husbands who batter are responsible for the abuse
because they intended to do it
143R. The best way to deal with wife beating is to arrest the
husband
147R. A wife should move out of the house if her husband beats
her

5 (OR)

7(OR)

5 (OR)

7(OR)

5 (OR)

5(OP)

Did not load

5(OP)

Conversely, examining similarities through the current study, “IPV is justifiable”
has seven of the eight items in common with Saunders’ et al.’s (1987) factor, “Wife
beating is justified”. The newly identified factor, “Women are responsible” has four of
the six items in common with the original study’s factor “Wives gain from beatings.”
The newly identified factor “IPV is beneficial in relationships” has all of its items in
common from factor one “Wife beating is justified”. The items from “Social advocacy”
are comprised of the items from “Help should be given” in the original study. The
majority of the items from the newly identified “Offender is responsible” and “Offender
should be punished” also are found on the corresponding factors from the original study
“Offender should be punished” and “Offender is responsible”. Although the factors are
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similar, the names for the newly identified factors represent more current understandings
and terminology related to IPV than what was considered appropriate when the original
scale was developed.
After examining the eight newly identified factors, a follow up parallel analysis
was performed. The parallel analysis decreased the number of retainable factors from
eight to four (see Table 2). Those factors are “IPV is justifiable” (VJ) (Factor 1),
“Women are responsible for IPV” (WR) (Factor 2), “IPV is beneficial in relationships”
(VB) (Factor 3) and “Responsibility for causing and stopping IPV” (Factor 4). Of these,
only the first three were retainable due to a negative internal consistency estimate for the
fourth factor.
Discussion of Difference
The first three factors that were retained are both similar and different to those
from the original study by Saunders and colleagues in 1987 (see Table 5). While there
are similarities, the difference is not necessarily only in the number of factors, but also in
the reshaping of the factors. Factor 1, “Wife beating is justified” from the original study
was generally split into two factors (Factor 1, VJ, and Factor 3, VB). The split in
creating two separate factors demonstrates a possible shift in placing the focus not only
on the victim (similar to the original study), but also on relationships as seen in the
formation of the newly identified third factor, “IPV is beneficial in relationships”. This is
the only factor that has a new theme different from the original study. This factor and its
connection to relationships with African Americans will be discussed in detail below.
Overall, there are many similarities between the two studies. Equally important,
however, are the two major differences that have emerged in the current study compared
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to the original study. The first is the creation of a new factor “IPV is beneficial in
relationships”. The second is the fact that Factors 5 through 8 were not retained. The
following will address these changes and the possible reasons for the changes.
The addition of the newly identified factor “IPV is beneficial to relationships” is
one of the changes in the current study from the original study. In some ways it is similar
to Saunders et al.’s (1987) factor “Wife beating is justified” in that IPV could be
considered justifiable as it is seen as benefiting women and also may improve the
interpersonal relationship between the woman and her abusive partner. This creation of a
new factor in the current study may be due to a shift in IPV being exclusively about
women to also benefitting relationships because of racial-gendered stereotypes about
African American women (e.g., emasculating, sexually promiscuous, or invulnerable ).
Such stereotypes may contribute to African American men using violence in the
relationship to gain control and power (Brice-Baker, 1994), and thus justify violence as
good for women, while also re-establishing traditional gender norms (Brice-Baker, 1994).
Participants in this sample may hold parallel attitudes thus resulting in a newly identified
factor.
The desire to move relationships in a more traditional direction (which adds
support to the idea that IPV is good for relationships) is supported by research on gender
disparities in some African American relationships. A study conducted by Franklin in
2000 found that African American married women college graduates earned more money
than their husbands (Franklin, 2000). When taking in account the historical and
institutional discrimination and the limited opportunity for African American men to
work in high paying, high powered career positions (Franklin, 2000) along with the

75

negative views of African American men towards African American women having a
more superior role financially (Franklin, 2000), these additional stressors may contribute
to the idea that IPV is beneficial in relationships. Further, it has been shown that
imbalances in socioeconomic status and decision making power in distressed
relationships in which the husband has fewer resources have been associated with higher
rates of IPV (Babcock et al., 1993).
The second main difference between the current study and the original study
conducted in 1987 is the decrease in retainable factors. One reason for the decrease in
factors in the current study is that Factors 5 through 8 did not account for enough total
variance to be retained. According to Turner (1998), if a factor does not account for
more variance than the parallel analysis obtained from random data it is not retained as
meaningful factors have to have larger eigenvalues than parallel eigenvalues from
random data. The last four factors accounted for 8.3% of the total variance as a whole.
(Factor 5 accounted for 2.46% of the total variance, Factor 6 accounted for 2.12% of the
total variance, Factor 7 accounted for 1.92% of the total variance and Factor 8 accounted
for 1.77% of the total variance.) Other statistical reasons that Factors 5 through 8 were
not retained could be accounted for by scale modification and the notion that the
construct may not be fully represented by the current number of items in each of the
newly identified factors.
While there are statistical possibilities, the theoretical possibilities may further
provide valuable information. The factors that focus on the offender (punishment as well
as responsibility) were not retained. This could indicate that perceptions of victims are
more important than perceptions of offenders. Further, when examining the reasons the
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two factors were not retained, research on the history of African Americans and IPV may
provide some insight. It seems possible that African Americans may not trust the larger
judicial system as it has throughout history unfairly treated African Americans (Hurwitz
& Peffley, 2005). Throughout history, many African American women were hesitant to
accuse and report their partners to the authorities as they knew they would be severely
and unfairly punished for IPV (Still, 1879). Moreover, the other factors that were
retained demonstrate that IPV is an important issue, but there may be a different way to
address it (outside of the judicial system).
Another factor that was not retained after the parallel analysis was performed was
“Social advocacy”. This factor included “Wife beating should be given high priority as a
social problem from governmental agencies.” and “Social agencies should do more to
help battered women.” One theoretical possibility may that African Americans may not
view the system as invested in helping African American women. Many social service
agencies are staffed and run by Whites; previous research suggests African Americans
mistrust (Constantine, 2007) White Americans, particularly health care providers which
stems from historical and contemporary discriminatory experiences (Mitrani, Prado,
Feaster, Robinson-Batista, & Szapocnik, 2003).
Additionally, there are overarching similarities and differences in the two studies
that may have contributed to different findings in this investigation. The following will
address commonalities that exist between African Americans today and the general
population in 1987. To begin, African Americans continue to experience institutional
discrimination and unique stressors in their relationships (Franklin, 2000) and IPV is still
prevalent. Also, the stereotypes of African American women remain prevalent as a part
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of the American culture and African American men continue to experience racism
through economic, political and academic opportunities. Further, there are the ubiquitous
American cultural and social influences that inevitably impacted the participants in 1987
and the participants in the current study.
Along with commonalities between the participants in the two studies, there are
also differences. First, there are racial and cultural differences between the participants
in the current study and those of the original study. While the racial demographics of the
original study are unknown, it can be postulated based on the census from 1987 that the
amount of African Americans that participated in the study in 1987 was approximately
12.1% (Statistical Abstract of the United States: 2003, and We, The American
Blacks, U.S. Census Bureau, 1993) and that the majority of participants in the original
study were Caucasian. Second, women overall have increased their numbers not only in
the workforce in general, but in higher paying positions since the original study (U.S.
Department of Labor, 2010). Between 1970 and 2007 women’s rate of labor force
participation has increased from 43% to 59% (U.S. Department of Labor, 2009). There
are also more educated women since 1987 (Bureau of Labor Statistics, 2013). This may
have impacted the outcome of the current study in that understanding IPV as
unacceptable and having increased financial independence can influence women’s
decisions regarding staying in abusive relationships. It can be assumed that more women
have the option to leave abusive households than in 1987. Another change over the past
26 years is awareness of IPV and access to assistance, particularly with the passage of the
Violence Against Women Act in 1994 as this improved and increased community based
responses and criminal justice regarding IPV (Reckenwald & Parker, 2012).

78

These overarching similarities are telling in that many of the items loaded very
similarly and created similarly themed factors to the original study. This reinforces the
idea that the there are many similar attitudes and beliefs that transcend time (the last 26
years), race and culture. The differences however, are telling in that while most of the
attitudes and beliefs about IPV are universal, there are cultural experiences that require
further study. One of these is the focus on relationships. It seems again that African
Americans experience unique stressors (male identity development, historical and current
racial discrimination) within their relationships which may be contribute to the
emergence of a different factor structure. Additionally, there is greater awareness of IPV
as an important issue which is evident through increased access to and prevalence of
support for IPV survivors. Because of this, the fact that “Social Advocacy”, “Offender is
responsible” and “Offender should be punished” were not retained may suggest African
Americans have concerns regarding the involvement of larger governmental systems and
community agencies.
Research question 3 examined if gender differences emerged in regard to how
male and female African American college students respond to the IBWB. Gender
differences did emerge on the first three newly identified subscales. Overall, males selfreported a greater approval of wife abuse attitudes. This indicates that African American
men in the sample may feel more lenient about the use of IPV than African American
women. While African American men have self-reported more acceptance of IPV it is
unclear as to whether the result emerged as a function of gender, ethnicity, or a
combination of both. However, previous research has suggested that the actual use of
IPV has been linked to a need to re-establish power (Brice-Baker, 1994) after the
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experience of institutional racism (Billingsley, 1992; Blauner, 1972; Feagin & Vera,
1995) and the resultant feelings of frustration and powerless. Additionally, the unequal
distributions of socioeconomic power in which the husband has fewer resources than his
wife also impacts feeling powerless and therefore is also associated with increased risk of
IPV (Babcock et al., 1993). It also may be that more permissive attitudes about IPV in
African American men are also connected to the feelings of powerlessness and frustration
based on institutional racism and unequal distribution of socioeconomic power.
Research question 4 examined if the newly identified IBWB subscales were
correlated with one another as well as a measure of gender role attitudes (i.e., traditional
and egalitarian). The purpose of this research question was to provide evidence of
convergent validity by examining the relationship between the newly identified subscales
of the IBWB and Traditional and Egalitarian Sex Role Scale (TESR) which is a gender
role attitudes scale. In the first place, the newly identified subscales correlated with each
other. The first Factor, “IPV is justifiable” strongly correlated with “Women are
responsible for IPV”, and “IPV is beneficial”. Likewise, “Women are responsible for
IPV” strongly correlated with “IPV is beneficial” thus, similar to the original
investigation the newly identified subscales are also inter-correlated. This is important as
it demonstrates that the subscales are different enough to be separated into subscales but
similar enough to be examining the same overall construct.
Finally, a gender role attitudes measure, TESR, was chosen as gender role
attitudes have been found to be a strong predictor of attitudes regarding IPV among
African Americans (Berkel, 2000). African Americans that self-report more egalitarian
gender role attitudes were less likely to endorse the use of IPV by men (Berkel, 2000). In
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the current study, the TESR, did correlate with the three the newly identified subscales of
the IBWB. Significant positive relationships were found between TESR and VJ, WR,
and VB providing convergent validity evidence. The results of the current study mirrored
that of past research in that there was a significant positive relationship between the
TESR and three subscales of the IBWB indicating that African Americans who selfreport more egalitarian gender attitudes tend to have negative attitudes towards IPV
(Berkel, 2000; Burt, 1980).
Implications for Counseling Psychology
Numerous studies have focused on IPV but few have specifically examined the
viewpoint of African Americans. Based on the results of the factor and parallel analyses,
it appears that a modified version of the IBWB for African American college students
demonstrates potential for further research. More specifically, the findings of the first
three newly identified factors are most similar to Saunders et al.’s (1987) first two
factors. Further, adding the prompt to the questions, “Thinking about relationships
between African American men and women” did not seem to create a significant
difference when just considering the first and second factors. This may have impacted
the findings for the newly identified third factor, “IPV is beneficial in relationships” as
this factor did not exist in Saunders et al.’s (1987) original study.
In addition to the implications found from giving the IBWB to a sample of
African American college students, the significant differences in responses based on
gender also have important implications. The current study mirrored the results of
Berkel’s (2000) findings that found Black women were more egalitarian in their beliefs
than Black men and were less likely to endorse IPV than Black men. African American
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men may respond differently as a function of their marginalized status in society. Thus, a
sense of already feeling victimized and marginalized may contribute to significant mean
differences in responding. Therefore, gender differences may arise from differing life
experiences (Hampton et al., 2003).
Additionally, these findings could be beneficial for clinical work with victims of
IPV, the focus could remain on the victim’s experience rather than the punishment of the
offender. This is based on the idea that every factor which addressed the offender was
not retained in the current study. Also, clinicians working with African Americans to
address IPV should make space for discussions to help process feelings related to those
unique stressors that impact African American relationships. These include institutional
discrimination (Franklin, 2000), gender role discrepancies within the relationship
(Franklin, 2000), stereotypes of African American women that have contributed to the
acceptance of IPV (Bell & Mattis, 2000) and possible frustration experienced by both
parties due to the lack of opportunity available for African American men (Hampton et
al., 2003). This lack of opportunity has been found to impact the dynamics of African
American relationships (Franklin, 2000; Hampton et al., 2003).
More specifically, African American men have experienced frustration due to the
lack of opportunity to achieve manhood through conventional, social means (working,
economic independence, providing for one’s family) (Hannerz, 1969; Madhubuti, 1990;
Staples, 1982). This difficulty for African American men has impacted the need of
African American women to become more financially independent (Staples, 1982) and
has led African American men to feel more dependent on their significant others and
therefore, less masculine (Hunter & Davis, 1994). As a result, one option to cope is to
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create alternative definitions (tough guy, hustler, player) that are quite dysfunctional and
maladaptive (Gibbs, 1988; Oliver, 2000; 1998). Therefore, another possible implication
could be unpacking and discussing the identity development of African American men as
this may foster further awareness of the unique stressors that may result in IPV.
Additionally, socioeconomic status has also been associated with gender role
attitudes (Brogan & Kutner, 1976; Swatos & McCauley, 1980). Swatos and McCauley
concluded that their working class sample was more traditional in their gender role
attitudes than Brogan and Kutner’s middle class sample. This research impacts the
current study in that the participants came primarily from a university in the mid-south
that not only generally recruits students from local areas, (lower SES), but has a large
number of first generation college students. Additionally, the mid-south region
experiences higher rates of IPV than other parts of the country. Because of this, it may
be possible that the male participants have had a different experience, perhaps a more
personal experience with IPV. Also, it is possible that the male participants felt
sympathetic towards their African American male counterparts, or perhaps even for
themselves as this measure is focusing specifically on African American male behavior
regarding IPV. Further, as this study focuses on IPV within the African American
community, there is a cultural element that could trigger defensive feelings among male
participants. Therefore, this significant difference in gender responses along with the low
number of male participants indicated the importance of conducting research on IPV
using a higher number of male participants in order to better understand African
American males’ specific attitudes and beliefs. While the results of the ANOVA are
interpretable, they are not generalizable due to the low number of male participants.
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Based on the uneven number of African American men compared to African American
women on college campuses, it makes sense that this number is lower than the female
participants.
Limitations
One limitation of this study was the use of African American college students.
Thus, generalizability was limited to African American college students only. In
addition, understanding that IPV is controversial topic, our participants may have
responded in a socially desirable manner. Because social desirability was unexplored, it
cannot be known if this influenced participant responding. Also, given that archival data
was used, there was no opportunity to explore “known groups” (i.e., activists vs.
batterers) relevant to IPV consistent with Saunders and colleagues (1987) process
developing the IBWB.
Also, it should be noted that this investigation examined the IBWB, a scale that is
primarily based on mainstream American attitudes toward intimate partner violence. A
limitation of the IBWB itself was that it does not examine culture-specific attitudes or
beliefs regarding intimate partner violence that would be relevant to African Americans.
Though this limitation exists, it is important to examine the IBWB to determine its
usefulness with African Americans. When examining the first three factors of the IBWB,
it is important to proceed with caution as it has been found through the current study that
while there are meaningful similarities with the original study, there are also differences
that need to be recognized and further studied (lack of retention of factors four through
eight and the development of the new factor “IPV is beneficial in relationships”).
Additionally, this investigation involved a smaller sample size as this was an archival and
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preliminary investigation. The small size, particularly of men may have impacted the
results of the study. This contributes to the importance of further investigation.
Finally, Saunders and his colleagues did not perform a test re-test on the original
study. This is important as this would provide consistency of this test across time. Also,
it was not possible to use Saunders’ original pool of 119 questions. This would have
been useful as some of the questions that were taken out may have been appropriate and
meaningful for an African American sample.
Future Research
There are a number of possible directions for future research. One area that may
benefit from future research would be conducting this study again using a community
sample and comparing it to the current study. A community sample may have different
results as it may include less college educated participants as a lack of education has been
found to increase the risk of IPV (Bachman & Saltzman, 1995; Zawit, 1994; Hornug et
al., 1981). Examining the scale to identify how it could be updated in regards to
responding in a more current manner to social norms and verbiage may also be useful in
furthering research using this scale (e.g., using the term “intimate partner violence” as
opposed to “wife beating”). Also, it would be beneficial to conduct more research with a
larger number of participants including a large number of men. Further, comparing the
modified version (short form) to the full version using an African American population
would be informative as the short form includes many of the retained items and also had
the additional factor that was not retained in the current study (Social advocacy). The
original study clearly contains all of the items from the first three factors in addition to
factors four through eight that were not retained. Gaining a better understanding of
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which scales accurately addressed the needs of African Americans would be beneficial.
Additionally, re-writing the cross-loaded items would also be useful to examine if this
would allow a clearer indication of where the item belonged creating a better
understanding of attitudes and beliefs that may be uniquely present for African
Americans. Finally, creating a more culture-specific scale for African Americans could
greatly contribute to further understanding IPV attitudes. Such a measure could explore
unique stressors that exist within African American relationships such as institutional
discrimination, disagreements with gender roles within the relationship, the lack of
opportunity for African American men in particular and the power differentials that this
brings into the relationship.
It is important to note that further research needs to be conducted on the IBWB
items before the modified measure can be used in research and clinical settings. While
the results are informative, the findings are preliminary, suggesting a need for further
investigation. Therefore, continued development of the scale is necessary.
Conclusion
The purpose of this investigation was to examine the responses of African
American college students on a modified version of the IBWB through a factor analysis
and parallel analysis. There were eight factors that were retained from the factor analysis
and ultimately four factors after the parallel analysis. The four factors were, “IPV is
justifiable”, “Women are responsible for IPV”, “IPV is beneficial in relationships” and
“Responsibility for causing and stopping IPV”. Of these four factors, only the first three
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were viable as the fourth factor, “Responsibility for causing and stopping IPV”, more
than likely included more than one construct as evidenced by the negative internal
consistency estimate.
There were significant differences in the responses of men and women.
Additionally, the subscales of the IBWB positively correlated with the TESR in that those
that had more egalitarian perceptions supported less use of IPV. Overall, the current
preliminary investigation indicates while further research is necessary, a shortened
version of the modified IBWB could someday be useful with African American
participants.
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APPENDIX A
INFORMED CONSENT

Survey 1
*1. Informed Consent
Dear Participant,
My name is Sha’kema Blackmon. I am a professor in the department of Counseling,
Educational Psychology, and Research. You are being asked to participate in a research
study on African American college students’ social attitudes.
If you choose to participate in this study you will be asked to complete a survey and
demographic questionnaire. The survey should take 45 minutes or less to complete.
Before participating in this study it is essential that you read and understand the following
statements:
Your participation in this research study is Completely Voluntary; you may refuse to
participate in any part of this study without penalty or loss of privilege except for the
benefits related to taking part in this study.
Your participation in the study is also Confidential and Anonymous. Confidentiality will
be maintained to the degree permitted by the technology used. No absolute guarantees
can be made regarding the confidentiality of electronic data. To ensure your privacy
please do not put your name on any part of the survey.
Please be advised that your information may be viewed by others if you fail to close your
internet browser as soon as you complete the survey. Taking this step will ensure that
your information is kept as confidential and anonymous as possible.
To further ensure confidentiality all responses from participants will be presented in an
grouped format; no identifying information will be used in the presentation of the data
obtained for this study. All information that you provide will be kept in a secure location.
There are no immediate risks associated with this study other than would be expected
when engaging in any normal daily activities. The benefit of participating in this study is
that you may develop an increased interest in exploring social issues as they relate to
African Americans. I hope that the knowledge gained from your grouped responses will
contribute to improving knowledge about African American college students.
If you choose to participate in this survey I ask that you participate in the survey one time
only. To ensure that duplicate submissions are not given from the same participant I will
record and later retrieve the IP addresses from each computer used to participate in this
study. The IP address with a time and date stamp will serve the purpose of identifying
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multiple submissions. This will be done only for the purpose of preventing multiple
submissions and ensuring the quality of the data set.
If you should participate in this study you will be eligible to participate in a random
raffle. You will have the opportunity to win one of five $20 prizes. You will be asked to
provide your email address.
If you should have any concerns or questions I can be reached at 9016781374 or
sblckmn1@memphis.edu. Please feel free to contact me any time before or after
completing the survey with any questions or concerns you may have. You can also
contact the University of Memphis Institutional Review Board Office at 901.678.3074 if
you should have questions about your rights as a research participant.
By completing the survey you are agreeing to participate in this research study. Please
click below to indicate that you have read and understood the purpose of this
study and the activities associated with it.
I agree to participate in this survey.

I do not agree to participate in this survey.
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APPENDIX B
DEMOGRAPHICS

Please respond to the following questions. Point and click to select your answer.
2. What is your age?

*3. What is your race or ethnicity?
African American/Black American
African Descent but not born in the U.S. (i.e., Nigerian, Ethiopian, etc.)
African descent but born in the U.S. (i.e., Nigerian American, Jamaican
American)
Biracial/ Multiracial (i.e., of African/African American descent and other ethnic
groups)
White American
Latino American
Native American
Asian American
South Asian
Middle Eastern American
4. If your ethnicity was not listed please write it in the space provided
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5. What is your sexual orientation?
Heterosexual (i.e., straight)
Gay
Lesbian
Bisexual
Queer
Questioning
6. Year in School
Freshman
Sophomore
Junior
Senior
Graduate Student
Non-Degree Student
7. I am from the:
Northern United States
South United States
East Coast
West Coast
Mid West
Not from the US
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8. Income
Below $10,000
$10,000 to $19,999
$20,000 to $29,999
$30,000 to $39,000
$40,000 to $49,000
$50,000 to $59,000
$60,000 to $69,999
$70,000 to $79,999
$80,000 to $89,999
$90,000 to $99,999
$100,000 or more
9. Growing up my family we:
Often struggled financially.
We mostly did ok financially.
We were mostly well off.
10. Are you currently in an intimate relationship?
Yes
No
11. Have you been in an intimate relationship in the past?
Yes
No
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*12. What is your gender?
Male
Female
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APPENDIX C
INVENTORY OF BELIEFS OF WIFE BEATING
Inventory of Beliefs of Wife Beating
Instructions
Below are a number of statements about violence toward wives which some people agree
with and others disagree with. Please indicate how much you agree or disagree with each
statement. There are no right or wrong answers.
“Beating” is used to mean repeated hitting intended to inflict pain. When responding to
the questions please think about relationships between African American men and
women. Point and click to select your answer.

124. Thinking about relationships between African American men and women...
Social agencies should do more to help battered women.
Strongly
Agree

Agree

Slightly
Agree

Neither
Slightly
Agree Nor Disagree
Disagree

Disagree

Strongly
Disagree

125. Thinking about relationships between African American men and women…
There is no excuse for a man beating his wife.
Strongly
Agree

Agree

Slightly
Agree

Neither
Slightly
Agree Nor Disagree
Disagree

Disagree

Strongly
Disagree

126. Thinking about relationships between African American men and women…
Wives try to get beaten by their husbands in order to get sympathy from others.
Strongly
Agree

Agree

Slightly
Agree

Neither
Slightly
Agree Nor Disagree
Disagree

Disagree

Strongly
Disagree

127. Thinking about relationships between African American men and women…
A woman who constantly refuses to have sex with her husband is asking to be
beaten.
Strongly
Agree

Agree

Slightly
Agree

Neither
Slightly
Agree Nor Disagree
Disagree
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Disagree

Strongly
Disagree

128. Thinking about relationships between African American men and women…
Wives could avoid being battered by their husbands if they knew when to stop
talking.
Strongly
Agree

Agree

Slightly
Agree

Neither
Slightly
Agree Nor Disagree
Disagree

Disagree

Strongly
Disagree

129. Thinking about relationships between African American men and women…
Episodes of a man beating his wife are the wife’s fault.
Strongly
Agree

Agree

Slightly
Agree

Neither
Slightly
Agree Nor Disagree
Disagree

Disagree

Strongly
Disagree

130. Thinking about relationships between African American men and women…
Even when women lie to their husbands they do not deserve to get a beating.
Strongly
Agree

Agree

Slightly
Agree

Neither
Slightly
Agree Nor Disagree
Disagree

Disagree

Strongly
Disagree

131. Thinking about relationships between African American men and women…
Women should be protected by law if their husbands beat them.
Strongly
Agree

Agree

Slightly
Agree

Neither
Slightly
Agree Nor Disagree
Disagree

Disagree

Strongly
Disagree

132. Thinking about relationships between African American men and women...
Wife-beating should be given a high priority as a social problem by
government agencies.
Strongly
Agree

Agree

Slightly
Agree

Neither
Slightly
Agree Nor Disagree
Disagree

Disagree

Strongly
Disagree

133. Thinking about relationships between African American men and women…
Sometimes it is OK for a man to beat his wife.
Strongly
Agree

Agree

Slightly
Agree

Neither
Slightly
Agree Nor Disagree
Disagree
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Disagree

Strongly
Disagree

134. Thinking about relationships between African American men and women...
Women feel pain and no pleasure when beatup by their husbands.
Strongly
Agree

Agree

Slightly
Agree

Neither
Slightly
Agree Nor Disagree
Disagree

Disagree

Strongly
Disagree

135. Thinking about relationships between African American men and women…
A sexually unfaithful wife deserves to be beaten.
Strongly
Agree

Agree

Slightly
Agree

Neither
Slightly
Agree Nor Disagree
Disagree

Disagree

Strongly
Disagree

136. Thinking about relationships between African American men and women…
Causes of wife-beating are the fault of the husband.
Strongly
Agree

Agree

Slightly
Agree

Neither
Slightly
Agree Nor Disagree
Disagree

Disagree

Strongly
Disagree

137. Thinking about relationships between African American men and women…
Battered wives try to get their partners to beat them as a way to get attention
from them.
Strongly
Agree

Agree

Slightly
Agree

Neither
Slightly
Agree Nor Disagree
Disagree

Disagree

Strongly
Disagree

138. Thinking about relationships between African American men and women…
Husbands who batter should be responsible for the abuse because they should
have foreseen that it would happen.
Strongly
Agree

Agree

Slightly
Agree

Neither
Slightly
Agree Nor Disagree
Disagree

Disagree

Strongly
Disagree

139. Thinking about relationships between African American men and women…
If I heard a woman being attacked by her husband, it would be best that I do
nothing.
Strongly
Agree

Agree

Slightly
Agree

Neither
Slightly
Agree Nor Disagree
Disagree
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Disagree

Strongly
Disagree

140. Thinking about relationships between African American men and women…
Battered wives are responsible for their abuse because they intended it to happen.
Strongly
Agree

Agree

Slightly
Agree

Neither
Slightly
Agree Nor Disagree
Disagree

Disagree

Strongly
Disagree

141. Thinking about relationships between African American men and women…
If a wife is beaten by her husband, she should divorce him immediately.
Strongly
Agree

Agree

Slightly
Agree

Neither
Slightly
Agree Nor Disagree
Disagree

Disagree

Strongly
Disagree

142. Thinking about relationships between African American men and women…
Husbands who batter are responsible for the abuse because they intended to do it.
Strongly
Agree

Agree

Slightly
Agree

Neither
Slightly
Agree Nor Disagree
Disagree

Disagree

Strongly
Disagree

143. Thinking about relationships between African American men and women…
The best way to deal with wife-beating is to arrest the husband.
Strongly
Agree

Agree

Slightly
Agree

Neither
Slightly
Agree Nor Disagree
Disagree

Disagree

Strongly
Disagree

144. Thinking about relationships between African American men and women…
Even when a wife’s behavior challenges her husband’s manhood, he’s not
justified in beating her.
Strongly
Agree

Agree

Slightly
Agree

Neither
Slightly
Agree Nor Disagree
Disagree

Disagree

Strongly
Disagree

145. Thinking about relationships between African American men and women…
How long should a man who has beaten his wife spend in prison or jail?
0 1 month 6 months

1 year

3 years

124

5 years

10 years

Don’t
know

146. Thinking about relationships between African American men and women…
When a wife is beaten, it is caused by her behavior in the weeks before the
battering.
Strongly
Agree

Agree

Slightly
Agree

Neither
Slightly
Agree Nor Disagree
Disagree

Disagree

Strongly
Disagree

147. Thinking about relationships between African American men and women…
A wife should move out of the house, if her husband beats her.
Strongly
Agree

Agree

Slightly
Agree

Neither
Slightly
Agree Nor Disagree
Disagree

Disagree

Strongly
Disagree

148. Thinking about relationships between African American men and women…
Wives who are battered are responsible for the abuse, because they should
have foreseen it would happen.
Strongly
Agree

Agree

Slightly
Agree

Neither
Slightly
Agree Nor Disagree
Disagree

Disagree

Strongly
Disagree

149. Thinking about relationships between African American men and women…
A husband has no right to beat this wife even if she breaks agreements she has
made with him.
Strongly
Agree

Agree

Slightly
Agree

Neither
Slightly
Agree Nor Disagree
Disagree

Disagree

Strongly
Disagree

150. Thinking about relationships between African American men and women…
Occasional violence by a husband toward his wife can help maintain the marriage.
Strongly
Agree

Agree

Slightly
Agree

Neither
Slightly
Agree Nor Disagree
Disagree

Disagree

Strongly
Disagree

151. Thinking about relationships between African American men and women…
A wife doesn’t deserve a beating even if she keeps reminding her husband of his
weak points.
Strongly
Agree

Agree

Slightly
Agree

Neither
Slightly
Agree Nor Disagree
Disagree
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Disagree

Strongly
Disagree

152. Thinking about relationships between African American men and women…
Most wives secretly desire to be beaten by their husbands.
Strongly
Agree

Agree

Slightly
Agree

Neither
Slightly
Agree Nor Disagree
Disagree

Disagree

Strongly
Disagree

153. Thinking about relationships between African American men and women…
If I heard a woman being attacked by her husband, I would call the police.
Strongly
Agree

Agree

Slightly
Agree

Neither
Slightly
Agree Nor Disagree
Disagree

Disagree

Strongly
Disagree

154. Thinking about relationships between African American men and women…
It would do some wives some good to be beaten by their husbands.
Strongly
Agree

Agree

Slightly
Agree

Neither
Slightly
Agree Nor Disagree
Disagree
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Disagree

Strongly
Disagree

APPENDIX D
TRADITIONAL AND EGALITARIAN SEX ROLE SCALE

55. It is just as important to educate daughters as it is to educate sons.
Strongly
Agree

Agree

Slightly
Agree

Neither
Slightly
Agree Nor Disagree
Disagree

Disagree

Strongly
Disagree

56. Women should be more concerned with clothing and appearance than men.
Strongly
Agree

Agree

Slightly
Agree

Neither
Slightly
Agree Nor Disagree
Disagree

Disagree

Strongly
Disagree

Disagree

Strongly
Disagree

57. Women should have as much sexual freedom as men.
Strongly
Agree

Agree

Slightly
Agree

Neither
Slightly
Agree Nor Disagree
Disagree

58. The man should be more responsible for economic support of the family
than the woman.
Strongly
Agree

Agree

Slightly
Agree

Neither
Slightly
Agree Nor Disagree
Disagree

Disagree

Strongly
Disagree

59. The belief that women cannot make as good supervisors or executives is men
is a myth.
Strongly
Agree

Agree

Slightly
Agree

Neither
Slightly
Agree Nor Disagree
Disagree

Disagree

Strongly
Disagree

60. The word “obey” should be removed from wedding vows.
Strongly
Agree

Agree

Slightly
Agree

Neither
Slightly
Agree Nor Disagree
Disagree

Disagree

Strongly
Disagree

61. Ultimately a woman should submit to her husband’s decision.
Strongly
Agree

Agree

Slightly
Agree

Neither
Slightly
Agree Nor Disagree
Disagree

Disagree

Strongly
Disagree

62. Some equality in marriage is good, but by and large the husband ought have
the main Say-so in family matters.
Strongly
Agree

Agree

Slightly
Agree

Neither
Slightly
Agree Nor Disagree
Disagree
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Disagree

Strongly
Disagree

63. Having a challenging job or career is as important as being a wife and
mother.
Strongly
Agree

Agree

Slightly
Agree

Neither
Slightly
Agree Nor Disagree
Disagree

Disagree

Strongly
Disagree

Neither
Slightly
Agree Nor Disagree
Disagree

Disagree

Strongly
Disagree

64. Men make better leaders.
Strongly
Agree

Agree

Slightly
Agree

65. Having a job is just as important for a wife as it is for her husband.
Strongly
Agree

Agree

Slightly
Agree

Neither
Slightly
Agree Nor Disagree
Disagree

Disagree

Strongly
Disagree

66. In groups that have both male and female members, it is more
appropriate that leadership positions be held by males.
Strongly
Agree

Agree

Slightly
Agree

Neither
Slightly
Agree Nor Disagree
Disagree

Disagree

Strongly
Disagree

Disagree

Strongly
Disagree

67. I would not allow my son to play with dolls.
Strongly
Agree

Agree

Slightly
Agree

Neither
Slightly
Agree Nor Disagree
Disagree

68. Almost any woman is better off in her home than in a job or profession.
Strongly
Agree

Agree

Slightly
Agree

Neither
Slightly
Agree Nor Disagree
Disagree

Disagree

Strongly
Disagree

Disagree

Strongly
Disagree

69. A woman’s place is in the home.
Strongly
Agree

Agree

Slightly
Agree

Neither
Slightly
Agree Nor Disagree
Disagree

70. The role of teaching in the elementary schools belongs to women.
Strongly
Agree

Agree

Slightly
Agree

Neither
Slightly
Agree Nor Disagree
Disagree
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Disagree

Strongly
Disagree

71. The changing of diapers is the responsibility of both parents.
Strongly
Agree

Agree

Slightly
Agree

Neither
Slightly
Agree Nor Disagree
Disagree

Disagree

Strongly
Disagree

Disagree

Strongly
Disagree

72. Men who cry have weak character.
Strongly
Agree

Agree

Slightly
Agree

Neither
Slightly
Agree Nor Disagree
Disagree

73. A man who has chosen to stay at home and be a househusband is not less
masculine.
Strongly
Agree

Agree

Slightly
Agree

Neither
Slightly
Agree Nor Disagree
Disagree

Disagree

Strongly
Disagree

74. As head of the household, the father should have the final authority over the
children.
Strongly
Agree

Agree

Slightly
Agree

Neither
Slightly
Agree Nor Disagree
Disagree
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Disagree

Strongly
Disagree

